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Current Topics. 


Solicitors’ Remuneration, 

We print elsewhere new Orders introducing the 33} per 
cent. increase in costs in some further jurisdictions—the Judi 
cial Committee, Bankruptcy, and Winding-up. Thus gradu 
ally the various courts are being put on the same basi But 
the way in which this is being done is a striking reminder of 
the necessity for a Ministry of Justice. With an authority 
superintending all departments, and possessing the necessary 
powers, the change should have been effected by a single 
order 


The New County Court Rules. 














WE print elsewhere the new County Court Rules, which 
have been rendered necés ary by the County Courts Act, 
1919, which was passed on 23rd December Among the more 
important of the changes made by the Act is the conferring 
on registrars of jurisdiction up to £5, to be exercised on the 
application of the parties and by leave of the judge. This is 
effected by section 5 (1), and the last part of section 92 of 
the Act of 2888, which gave jurisdiction up to £2, is 
repealed. Further provision is made by section 5 of the new 
Act for enabling the registrar to decide on the time and mode 
of payment of a ¢laim in cases where liability is admitted 
The new rulea make a series of provisions (rule 32) for the 


exercise of this jurisdiction ; but the consideration of the 


rules generally we must defer Under section 9 additional 
: 


courts may be held where the judge is not present, and at 
these the registrar may exercise his jurisdiction Rule 1 pro- 


| vides that these may be held at the courthouse or at the regis- 
| trar’s office. 


The New Aliens Order. 
By section 1 of the Aliens Restriction (Amendment) Act, 
1919, the war powers with respect to aliens given by the 


| Aliens Restriction Act, 1914, are, for a period of one year 


after the passing of the Act, exercisable without reference to 


| the existence of a state of war or of any imminent national 
| danger or great emergency ; and provision is made for extend- 


ing the powers of the Act of 1914, and for imposing further 


25 
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restrictions on aliens; also for fixing a date for the repeal of 
the Aliens Act, 1905. Whether ali this was necessary at « 
time when it is important to encourage good feeling between 
all nations, whether lately hostile to each other or not, may 
he a matter of doubt, but upon that subject we need not 
enter. The measure, it will be remembered, was very much 
moderated in the House of Lords. The original Aliens Re- 
striction Order was revoked last year, and the Aliens Order, 
1919, substituted (63 SoLicitors’ Journat, 764). An Order 
in Council—the Aliens Order, 1920 (25th March; Gazette, 
26th March)—has now been made, to come into force on the 
12th inst., repealing the Order of 1919, and making fresh 
regulations with respect to aliens, and fixing the 12th inst. 
as the date of repeal of the Act of 1905. Part I. deals with 
the Admission of Aliens, and continues the provision that the 
leave of an immigration officer is required before landing; 
Part II. deals with the Supervision and Deportation of 
Aliens; and Part III. contains general provisions. Under 
Part II. an alien has to comply with the requirements as to 
registration ; but regulation 26 (2) continues the efficacy of 
registrations under the previous Orders. 





The Forestry Consultative Committees. 

By tHe Forestry Act, 1919, which was passed on 19th 
August last, a Forestry Commission, consisting of eight Com- 
missioners, is established (three of them to be paid), who are 
charged with the general duty of promoting the interests 
of forestry, the development of afforestation, and the produc- 
tion and supply of timber, in the United Kingdom; and 
the powers and duties of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries in England, and of the corresponding authorities 
in Scotland and Ireland, in relation to forestry, are trans- 
ferred to the Commissioners. Under section 6. consultative 
committees may be established by Order in Council for Eng- 
land, Scotland, Ireland and Wales respectively, ‘‘ for giving 
to the Commissioners, in accordance with the provisions otf 
the Order, advice and assistarice with respect to the exercise 
and performance by the Commivsioners of their powers and 
duties’’ under the Act. The London Gazette of 26th March 
contains an Order in Council, dated 25th March, under this 
section, establishing consultative committees for each country, 
each committee to consist of such number of members, not 
exceeding thirty, as the Commissioners may determine 
There must be included persons having practical experience 
of forestry and woodcraft and woodland industries : represen - 
tatives of labour; representatives of county councils. and any 
other local bodies interested in forestry; representatives of 
afforestation societies ; and representatives of woodland owners 
A sum not exceeding £300 will be allowed to each committee 
for members’ travelling, but not subsistence, expenses. 


The Value of Oversea Reported Cases, 

We nave referred more than once recently to the increasing 
value of, and respect paid to, reported cases decided in the 
courts of the oversea dominions. Occasionally an oversea 
case serves, as does many an English one, for a warning, and 
such cases are of considerable interest to discriminating 
students of jurisprudence. A_ recent illustration of this 
occurs in a decision of the Court of Appeal in Saskatchewan 
(Canada): Vational Trust Co. v. Heichman (1920, 1 W. W. 
R. 220). This was an action by the administrator of SterpHen 
HetcHMAN, deceased, against HertcHMAN, senior, father of 
deceased, claiming a transfer of certain farm land and a re- 
turn of chattels taken off the land. The facts were these 
Deceased wished to marry Mary Souinuk, and defendant told 
Sotinuk (Mary's father) and deceased that ‘‘ he was giving "’ 
deceased the land in question, with horses and machinery to 
work it. Souinuk thereupon gave his consent to the marriage, 
which took place shortly afterwards, and the married pair 
lived on the land, and Heicuman sent them the horses and 
machinery promised. On Srepnen’s death defendant took 
away the chattels and refused to transfer the land. Judg- 
ment was given in favour of the plaintiff, on the explicit | 
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ground that it was not a matter of contract, but of the defen- 
dant being bound by his representations, and the House of 
Lords case of Jorden v. Money was relied on (1854, 5 H. L. C. 
185). But Jorden v. Money decides that the doctrine of 
estoppel by representation only applies to “ representations 
as to some state of facts alleged to be at the time actually in 
existence, and not to promises de futuro, which if binding at 
all must be binding as contracts’’: Maddison v. Alderson 
(1883, 8 App. Cas. 467, 473); and see Re Fickus (1900, 1 Ch. 
331, 334). The doctrine that a promise de futuro can have 
some equitable operation by way of estoppel, even if it does 
not amount to a contract, is now exploded: see Pollock on 
Contract. (8th Ed.), 559, 752. And see the Preface to vol. 101 


of the Revised Reports, where the learned editor says: ‘‘ There. 


must be something attractive in this fallacy, for repeated 
attempts have been made to revive it.”’ National Trust Co. 
v. Heichman appears to be such an attempt, and the hard 
case has brought about an enunciation of the bad law. If 
there was no contract the transfer of the land could not be 
enforced. If there, was a contract it could not be 
enforced by reason of the Statute of Frauds, marriage not 
being a sufficient part performance. The Saskatchewan de- 
cision could be upheld by construing defendant’s statement 
that ‘‘ he was giving ’’ his son the land, &c., as to mean that 
he had already made the gift. But the words, as reported, 
appear to mean a mere promise to give or statement of 
intention to give. 


Desertion Under “ Mitigating Circumstances.” 


AN INTERESTING illustration of a point made in the famous 
Majority Report of the late Lord Gorett’s Commission on 
the Divorce Laws is afforded by the case of Avory v. Avory 
and Garrick in the Divorce Court, which came before Mr. 
Justice McCarpie recently. A husband who proves adultery 
against his wife is, of course, disentitleé to a divorce where he 
himself has committed a matrimonial offence, such as adultery 
or cruelty or desertion. It is equally well known that the Court 
has a discretion to grant {the divorce notwithstanding the 
petitioner's own matrimonial fault, provided always that the 
conduct of the respondent conduced to that fawt, or con- 
nived at or condoned it. Usually, cases where this discre- 
tion is exercised are cases where the petitioner’s fault is 
adultery; but in Avory v. Avory (supra) this was not so. 
Here the misconduct of the husband was desertion ; his wife 
had obtained a magisterial separation order against him, and 
an order for alimony on that ground. But according to the 
evidence of the husband, on which the Judge relied, it appeared 
that the wife had been guilty of assault and violence towards 
him. He left her in consequence of her unbearable conduct 
a few months after the marriage. The judge held that the 
woman’s conduct had conduced to her husband’s desertion. 
and so granted him the relief prayed for. But the true 
moral of the case is that the wife should never have been 
granted a separation order by justices ; her own conduct, not 
her husband’s fault, had brought about his abandonment of 
her, and so there was no desertion on his part. Now Lord 
Gore's Commission commented on the evidence before them, 
shewing that many benches of justices and some stipendiaries 
grant a separation order to practically any wife who asks for 
it,.and trumps up a trivial case against her husband ; often 
the wife’s conduct has been worse than that of the husband, 
yet she obtains her separation order. Struck by the unfair- 
ness and public evils of this laxity, the Commission advised 
that separation orders should not be granted except for serious 
matrimonial misconduct by the husband; that they should 
be limited to one year; and that an effort should be made to 
reconcile the parties before granting them. We fear this 
recommendation has proved a dead letter, as many justices 
still grant separations, or threaten to grant them, wherever 
they disapprove of the husband’s conduct—+.g.. where he 
desires his mother to live with himeelf and his wife, and im 
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similar cases that are obviously not adequate grounds for so 
grave a remedy. And the new Divorce Bill does not make 
any effort to carry out the Divorce Commission’s recommen 
dations on this point; it leaves all the evils of hasty separa 
tion orders just where they are. If the divorce law is to 
be amended on the lines of the present Bill, allowing a divorce 
for desertion or cruelty, surely separations for these wrongs 
should be abolished. If the case is not serious enough to 
justify a divorce, it is not fair to impose the harsh and life 
long punishment of a separation order on the husband: for 
bad conduct, even assuming him to be the really guilty party 


Custody of Children in Divorce Cases. 


A NEW RULE of form in the conduct of divorce cases has 
been laid down by Mr. Justice McCarpige recently, and 
will doubtless be followed by other judges. Under the Cus 
tody of Infants Act of 1886, as is well known, the Court's 
discretion as regards the custody of children under age is 
unfettered, although the normal practice is to respect ¢he 
husband’s wishes where he has been guilty of no matrimonial 
fault, and where the welfare of the children is equally pro 
vided for by granting the custody to either parent. The 
practice in the Divorce Court is equaliy well settled; the 
innocent party is given the custody of the children if he or she 
so desires, unless it is clearly for the benefit of the child to 
make any other arrangement. But it is necessary to ask 
for the custody, if an order to that effect is to be inserted in 
the decree nisi. In these circumstances, Mr. Justice 
McCarpie considered that, whenever such an order is asked 
for, the judge ought not to make it as a matter of course; 
he ought, at least, to ascertain which party has the de facto 
custody, and what the petitioner proposes to do with the 
children. Without such information he is not really in a 
position to see whether the order for custody is really in the 
interests of the children. His lordship, therefore, laid down 
that, in future, counsel for the petitioner who proposed to ask 
for the custody should raise the matter while his client is in 
the witness-box by asking his client (1) where the children 
now are, and (2) what he proposes to do with them. For the 
respondent wife, the judge in an undefended case, and her 
counsel in a defended case, can cross-examine the petitioner 
as to the suitability of his arrangements. Notwithstanding 
Mr. Justice McCarpie’s public intimation in court, practi- 
tioners have not yet got used to this new practice, and it is 
therefore useful to call attention to it. 


Dormant Bank Balances. 


In Decemser last a Select Committee reported on the Dor- 
mant Bank Balances and Unclaimed Securities Bill. Since 
then no more seems to have been heard of the Bill. This is 
one of the subjects of legislation on which the United King- 
dom has lagged behind the oversea dominions. In Australasia, 
for instance, four at least of the Australian States and also 
the Dominion of New Zealand have on their statute books an 
““ Unclaimed Moneys Act,’’ or some equivalent enactment, 
all being framed on similar lines. The Act of South Australia 
was passed in 1891, that of New Zealand in 1898 (now con- 
solidated in the 1908 revision of statutes), that of Victoria in 
1906 (now embodied in the Companies Act, 1915), while 
Western Australia followed suit in 1912 and New South 
Wales in 1917. The Dormant Bank Balances Bill relates 
only to banks, and includes in its purview securities, plate, 
boxes and other property. The Australasian statutes referred 
to make provision only for ‘‘ unclaimed moneys,’’ but extend 
their operation to ‘‘ every company,’’ the word ‘‘ company ’ 
being defined in rather wide terms. The principle of both 
Bill and statutes is exactly the same, /.¢., that a register of 
sums of money, &c., unclaimed for (usually) six years shall 
be kept, and (in the case of moneys and securities) after a 
short interval paid over to a public official, the rightful owner 
being entitled to recover the property upon due proof of his 


London Markets, 

‘* MARKETS ’’ ARE AT common law a “‘ franchise 
gative right of the Crown inhering in His Majesty as part 
of his feudal paramount interest in the soil But in practice 
they have mostly been acquired by subjects, individual or 
corporate, in their own beneficial right or in trust for the 
by express grant or presumed lost grant 


or prero 


public at large, 
The result is that in London and other large cities the right 
of popular access to the market has gradually been trans- 
formed into a monopoly vested in a few hands, or at any 
rate encumbered by a multitude of customs, restrictions and 
impositions. So grave has the evil become that a Depart- 
mental Committee was set up last year by the Food Controller 
to report what steps can be taken to improve the wholesale 
distribution of food in London by means of public markets. 
This Committee has now reported: a few members dissenting 
—in favour of creating a Central Market Authority in 
Greater London to administer the existing markets, and to 
create new ones A step in the latter direction has already 
been taken by the Profiteering Act of 1919, which allows 
local authorities to set up public markets But a more 
drastic remedy. seems desirable. What is really wanted is a 
bold measure extinguishing all existing market rights every 
where on payment ot reasonable compensation, and enacting 
a uniform set of market regulations for the whole kingdom 
It is a pity that the famous Statute of Monopolies excepted 
franchises from its purview 





Property Law Reform at Home 


and Overseas. 
I 

Tue Law of Property Bill, at present before a Joint Com- 
mittee of the Lords and Commons, has this feature in common 
with other large measures of reform proposals—that it con 
stitutes a landmark, and serves to indicate the point at which 
the body of law dealt with has arrived in its progress or evolu 
tion Progress, of course, implies something else by com 
parison with which the thing compared moves forwards or 
backwards, or remains at rest. In the case of law reform 
this something else is usually an ideal system from which are 
absent the anomalies, defects, or inconveniences that we 
know of in our own system But in the present instance there 
are, besides the ideal which we may one day hope to attain, 
other reform movements with which to compare that now 
going on at home, viz., those that have taken place in the 
oversea dominions. For the evolution of law has been, and 
still is, going on oversea, and the present Bill affords an oppor 

tunity for comparing the law as proposed to be modified by 
this Bill with the law on the same subjects in the oversea 
dominions where the common law prevails. One great evi 
dence of the unity of the Empire is the fact that in the field 
of jurisprudence there have usually been movements overseas 
in sympathy with movements of reform at home. The over- 
sea dominions have been allowed in practice the utmost lati 
tude in moulding their law of property to suit their own cir- 
cumstances, and there is nothing to prevent the ordinary 
rules of the common law being completely abrogated: see 
Colonial Laws Validity Act, 1865. Nor is there any necessity 
for English statutes dealing with ees and conveyancing 
law to be adopted oversea. That there has been a striking 
degree of correspondence between home and oversea property 
law reform is therefore the more remarkable, and also the 
more interesting to the student of jurisprudence. And not 
less interesting are the many and considerable instances of 
want of correspondence or even definite divergence between 
the home and oversea currents of law reform. 

On some points, then, the oversea dominions have kept pace 
with the evolution by statute of English conveyancing and 
roperty law. This is so for the most part with respect to the 
Married Women’s Property Acts, though the Act of 1882 was 
in many cases not placed on some oversea statute books for 
some ten or fifteen years after the English Act had been 





ownership. 
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passed. On some points the oversea dominions have lagged 
behind, and even now the Conveyancing Acts, 1881-1911, are 
by no means universally adopted nor adopted completely. 
Occasionally even earlier statutes, such as the Real Property 
Act, 1845, have not been enacted everywhere overseas. Cor- 
poreal hereditaments will not, in New South Wales, lie in 
grant until July Ist next, the necessary amendment having 
only been made by statute in November last by the Convey- 
ancing Act, 1919, which does not come into operation until 
July. There are other points on which the mother country 
has fallen behind the dominions, and perhaps the best illus- 
tration of this in the sphere of property Jaw is the abrogation 
of the heir-at-law. In some parts of the Empire the heir-at- 
law lost all beneficial interest in his ancestor’s land as long 
ago as 1863, thus bringing about one of the most important 
steps in the direction of assimilating the law of real and per- 
sonal property. Instances of this kind, where the dominions 
have been in advance of the United Kingdom, are naturally 
of greater interest than the mere neglect to follow closely in 
the steps of the home legislature. It will be found that 
many of the proposed reforms in the Law of Property Bill 
have been anticipated oversea, and that the oversea dominions 
have in some instances actually gone further in modifying 
ancient rules of law than has ever been yet proposed in the 
present Bill. 

Apart from special instances of advance and lagging behind, 
what one may call the general line of evolution in real pro- 
perty law has, both in England and the dominions, reached 
this point: The common law theory of dependent tenure is 
found unsatisfactory and unnecessary, but has not yet been 
formally abrogated. Probably in England the dissatisfaction 
and sense of incongruity in having the shackles of a medieval 
theory still imposed on everyday transactions with land is 
greater than overseas: That a theory of dependent tenure can 
exist and be reconciled with the requirements of business men, 
without any loud outery for reform, is shewn by the case of 
Scotland. Scottish law, not being based on the common law, 
is outside the general scope of these articles, but is worth re- 
ferring to as also embodying, like English law, a system of 
medieval tenure. inconvenience of this 
anachronism has, however, been greatly mitigated by other 
features of the Scottish law of conveyancing, and the same 
may be said to be true of the oversea dominions under English 
law. These have been more successful than England in re- 
ducing to a minimum the practical inconveniences of tenure 
of land. The explanation of this may be deferred until later 
on. 

The theory of dependent tenure applies only to land held 
for a legal estate in fee simple—in common parlance, ‘‘ owned 
in fee.’’ But both in England and the dominions forms of 
ownership other than legal ownership in fee have grown up, 
such as equitable ownership, which has strictly nothing to do 
with tenure, and ownership by virtue of statutes of various 
kinds. However illogical it may seem that the owner of an 
estate in fee simple should not be allowed strictissimi juris to 
say that he is also the owner of the land, this is the point 
beyond which reform, at home or oversea, has not ventured 


The prima facie 


to go. The Law of Property Bill assumes through- 
out that dependent tenure is still the law of the 
land—in more senses than one—and no_ oversea legis- 
lature has yet ventured to abrogate the common 


Re Stone Estate (1920, 1 W. W. R. 563) (Saskatchewan). 
In the last mentioned very recent case, decided in one of the 
youngest of the Canadian provinces—Saskatchewan was set 
up a$% a separate province in 1905—the doctrine of tenure is 
stated in its most extreme form ; speaking of the ownership in 
fee of a deceased owner, it was said: ‘‘ The intestate, a 
grantee of the Crown, had an estate of fee simple to be held 
in free and common socage. By virtue of his grant he held 
the land as tenant in fee under the King as lord paramount 
by service of mere fealty. He was not the owner of 
the land, but only of an estate in the land, and on the deter- 
mination of the estate by failure of heirs the feud falls back 
or escheats to the lord.’’ 

Notwithstanding the extreme form of this statement in its 
negation of ownership, the view that the rights of the Crown 
as lord paramount are shadowy—they have been spoken of as 
a ‘‘ fiction ’’—receives support from the Privy Council case 
of Attorney-General v. Mercer (1883, 8 A. C. 767), where the 
Dominion of Canada and Province of Ontario each claimed 
the right to land escheating to the Crown on failure of heirs. 
‘* Escheats ’’ are there treated as jura regalia of the same 
kind as the right to bona vacantia, thus putting the owner- 
ship of land on the same footing as that of chattels. Lord 
SELBORNE expressly says, in the judgment delivered by him on 
behalf of the Judicial Committee, that the right of the lord 
paramount to future escheats could not ordinarily be called 
‘“‘ land belonging to him ”’ while ‘‘ the fee simple was still in 
the freeholder ’’ (p. 777 of report)—‘‘ it was certainly not a 
present proprietary right to the land itself.’’ Both Veale v. 
Brown (the New Zealand case) and Re Stone Estate (the 
Saskatchewan case) turned on the right of the Crown to 
escheated land,tand both these cases (as did actually happen 
in Attorney-General v. Mercer, supra) might well have been 
decided as though the Crown’s claim had been a claim to hona 
vacantia—in other words, independent of the doctrine of 
tenure. 

The theory of dependent tenure is therefore hardly neces- 
sary to support even the right of escheat to the Crown, and 
escheat is admittedly the only beneficial incident of common 
law tenure left in existence. This is the situation in which 
the English law of real property finds itself, both at home 
and in the oversea dominions, at the moment when the Law 
oi Property Bill is introduced into Parliament. The most 
important object of this Bill is to assimilate the law of real to 
that of personal property. It is the purpose of this and the 
succeeding articles to compare the changes proposed to be 
made by the Bill with what has already been done oversea in 
the same direction of reform, and to point out in what respects 
the oversea dominions have failed to keep abreast of the re- 
forms already effected in England during the last hundred 
years. The limit at which reform, both at home and over- 
seas, has stopped is the formal abrogation of the dependent 
tenure of land. Until that is done there ean be no complete 
assimilation of the law of real and personal property. 

James Epwarp Hocc. 


(To be continued.) 


The Trade Marks Act, 1919. 


II. 





law expressly in this No claim ever seems 
to have been made before any court in England that an owner 
in fee was in reality other than a tenant of his land in fee 
simple. In the dominions, however, in at least three cases, | 
such a claim has been made, and it has been contended, in 
New South Wales, New Zealand and Saskatchewan respec- 
tively, that a grant from the Crown of land in those parts of 
the Empire to the grantee, his heirs and assigns, confers 
allodial ownership 

In each of these three cases the contention that lands over- 
sea were owned allodially was rejected by the court, and it 
was formally. decided that the doctrine of dependent, or 
** feudal,’’ tenure is in force overseas as well as in England: 
see Attorney-General v. Brown (1847, 2 8S. C. (N.S.W.) 30, 
35, 39); Veale v. Brown (1868, 1 John. N.Z. C. A. 152, 157); 


respect. 


Provisions for the Prevention of Abuses of Trade Marks.— 
Under Part II. of the new Act with this heading there are two 
enactments, one of which gives statutory force to a well-known 
principle that, after the expiration of a patent for a new 
article, anyone may not only make the article, but may call it 
and sell it by the name which the patentee has bestowed on 
it: Linoleum Co. v. Nairn (7 C. D. 834). Section 6, sub- 
section (1), provides that where, in the case of an article or 
substance manufactured under any patent in force at or 
granted after the passing of the Act, a word trade mark re- 
gistered under the principal Act or Part I. of this Act (that 
is, in Part B. of the register), is the name or only practicable 
name of the article or substance so manufactured, all rights 
to the exclusive use of such trade mark, whether under the 
common law or by registration, shall cease upon the expira- 
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tion-or determination of the patent, and thereafter such word | held that the discretion lay with it, although it would not 


shall not be deemed a distinctive mark, and may be removed 
by the court from the register, on the application of any per- 
son aggrieved. And this provision has effect notwithstanding 
the provisions of section 41 of the principal Act, that is, not- 
withstanding that the mark has been seven years on the 
register. When a word is registered as a trade mark it is often 
not then apparent that it is intended to be used as the name ol 
a patented article; thus it is apprehended that there may be 
words on the register which have become names of such 
articles, and the sect:on therefore provides that they may be 
removed on an application to rectify the register by a person 
aggrieved. The words ‘‘or only practicable name’ are in- 
cluded in the-section, because an article may have a scientific 
name which is not a practicable name for selling purposes, ot 
for use at all by the public. They occur also in sub-section 
(2), which prohibits the registration of a word which is the 
only practicable name or description of any single chemical 
element or single chemical compound, as distinguished from a 
mixture, and provides that any such word now or hereafter on 
the register may, notwithstanding section 41 of the principal 
Act (which makes registrat‘on generally conclusive afte 
seven years), be removed from the register on the application 
of any person aggrieved. It will be observed that sub-section 
(2) is not confined to patented articles, but is quite indepen 

dent of the existence or non-existence of a patent. That sub- 
section is, however, subject to two provisoes; first, that the 
provisions of the sub-section shall not apply where the mark 
is used to denote only the proprietor’s brand or make of such 
substance, as distinguished from the substance as made by 
others, and in association with a suitable and practicable 
name open to the public use. If these conditions be fulfilled, 
the case would hardly seem to fali within the sub-section, but 
the proviso gives express exemption. Secondly, in the case of 
marks registered before the passing of the Act, no application 
under the section for the removal of the mark from the regis 

ter is to be entertained until after the expiration of four years 
from the passing of the Act. This interval will give proprie 

tors of such marks an opportunity of making new arrange 

ments, by, for instance, introducing some special mark denot 

ing their own brand or make to the notice of their customers 
and the public. 

It is expressly provided that the power to remove a trade 
mark from the register conferred by the section (section 6) 
shall be in addition to, and not in derogation of, any other 
powers of the court in respect of the removal of trade marks 
from the register (sub-section (3)). It may be noticed that 
it has been in recent cases held by the court that, quite apart 
from any patent, the name of a new article ought not to be 
registered as a trade mark. Part III. of the Act contains 
provisions, noticed below, authorizing applications for the 
rectification of the register to be made in the first instance to 
the registrar instead of to the court; these are to apply to 
applications under section 6 (sub-section (4)). 

General Amendments of the Principal Act.—Apart from 
the minor amendments effected by section 12 and the second 
Schedule to the new Act, a few general amendments are con- 
tained in the Act itself. The amendment of section 9 (5) of 
the principal Act, whereby special applications are, or at all 
events the special procedure on them is, abolished, has already 
been noticed. By section 8 appeals to the Board of Trade 
in oppositions to the registration of trade marks are abolished, 
the only appeal henceforth being to the court. There is a 
saving for appeals pending at the commencement of the Act 
Sub-section (2) of section 8 provides that in any appeal! from 
the decision of the registrar to the court under the principal 
Act or the Act of 1919 the court shall have and exercise the 
same discretionary powers as under the principal Act or the 
Act of 1919 are conferred upon the registrar. This is a valu 
able provision, even although, speaking generally, it may not 
alter the law. For instance; on applications to register, 
where there is an appes! from the refusal by the registrar, in 
his discretion, to register a mark, the court has repeatedly 








overrule the registrar's exercise of his discretion unless good 
cause be shown: Garrett's A pplications (1916, 1 Ch. 436: 33 
me x. G&G, 11Fy 

Section 9 provides that any application for the rectification 
of the register or the removal of any trade mark from the 
register in respect of any goods which, under section 35 (the 
general section as to rectification), or section 37 (removal for 
non-user) of the principal Act, or under Part IL. of the Act 
of 1919 (abuses of trade marks), is to be made to the court, 
may, at the option of the applicant, be made in the first in- 
stance to the registrar; provided that no such application shall 
be made otherwise than to the court where an action concern 
ing the trade mark in question is pending. The opportunity 
to apply to the registrar in the first instance will be useful; 
for instance, 1f In an Opposition to registration the opponent 
relies on a registered trade mark of which he is the registered 
proprietor and the applicant wishes to attack the validity of 
that registration, he can do so by applying to the registrar, who 
will thus be able to deal with the whole matter. The registrar 
may, at any stage of the proceedings, refer any such applica 
tion to the court, or he may, after hearing the parties, deter 
mine the question between them, subject to appeal to the 
court (sub-section (2)) In any proceedings for the rectifica- 
tion of the register under the Act of 1919, or under section 35 
of the principal Act as amended by the section now under con- 
sideration, the court or the registrar has power to direct a 
trade mark entered in Part A. of the register to be removed 
to Part B. of the register (sub-section (3)) This must, of 
course, be read as authorizing such transfer, if the proprietor 
prefer to have that course taken, rather than having the mark 
removed altogether 

Section 10 gives the registrar a general power of aw irding 
to any party in any proceeding before him such costs as he may 
consider reasonable, and to direct. how and by what party they 
are to be paid, and provides that any such order may be made 
a rule of court 

Section 11 substitutes a new section for section 33 of the 
principal Act, which relates to registration of assignments 
It is provided by the new section that where a person becomes 
entitled by assignment, transmission or other operation of law 
to a registered trade mark he sha// make application to the 
registrar to register his title, and the registrar shall, on receipt 
satisfaction, 
register him as the proprietor of the trade mark, and shall 
cause an entry to be made in the prescribed manner on the 
register ol the issignment, transmission or other instrument 


of such application dnd on proof of title to h 


affecting the title Apy decision of the registrar i ubject to 
appeal to the court. The compulsory element in this section 
is sought to be made effective by sub-section (2), which enacts 


that, except in cases of appeals under the section and applic- 
ations made under section 35 (that is, to rectify the register), 
1 document or instrument in regpect of which no entry has 
been made in the register in accordance with the provisions of 
sub-sect'on (1), shall not be admitted in evidence in any court 
in proof of the title to a trade mark unless the court otherwise 
directs It is also proposed by the scale of fees scheduled to 
the draft rules to charge a fee of £10 for registration on an 
application made after the expiration of six months from the 
date of acquisition of propri¢ torship and the coming into force 
of the new rules It may be observed that many of the new 
fees are higher than in the former schedule 

Among the minor amendments of the principal Act con 
tained in the second schedule to the new Act is one empower 
ing registrations with limitations as to mode or place of user 
or otherwise. Hitherto limitations as to place of user have not 
been permissible, except under section 21, in the case of honest 
concurrent user or other special circumstances: Crispin’s A p- 
plication (1917, 2 Ch. 267; 34 R. P. C. 249) 


The London County Council has decided to issue orders prohibiting the 
building of new places of amusement, so that all available labour may 
be concentrated on housing 
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The Real Property Buil. 


I! 
The Repeal of the Statute of Uses.—Since by clause 1 (1) fee 
simple estates have al! the incidents of chattels real, it would seem 
to follow that they are no longer subject to the Statute of Uses, since 


that statute does not apply to chattels reai Doubtless, however 
it is & wise precaution to provide expressly—as is done by sub- 
clause (4)—for the repeal of the statute. How profoundly this 


will affect the technique of Real Property Law and the forms of 
conveyancing will be readily realized. It is not too much to say 
that a vast portion of the older reports and the bulk of the 
scholastic works on real property of the eighteenth and early nine- 
teenth centuries wil] in course of time become obsolete. But the 
process, of course, will be gradual. There will be no upsetting of 
the system of existing rights which depend on the operation of the 
statute. Under the Interpretation Act the repeal will not affect 
the previous operation of the statute, or ‘‘ anything duly done or 
suffered ’’ under it. It would be impracticable to follow out in 
detail the revolution which this repeal effects. As we have just 
s:.id, the revolution is caused rather by the assimilation of fee 
simple estates to chattels real than by the repeal of the Statute 
of Uses, which is merely the corollary of at. One use to which 
that statute, with the assistance of section 62 of the Conv yancing 
Act, 1881, has been put of recent years is to enable easements to 
be created by direct limitation on a grant of land. Section 62 is 
now repealed with the statute, and a subst.tuted provision for the 
same purpose is made by clause 10 (5), under which an easement 
can be created by reservation without any regrant by the grantee. 
It will be one of the most interesting tasks under the proposed 
new system to watch the effects of this total elimination of the 
Statute of Uses from the conveyancing of the future. According 
to Lord Harpwicke, the statute ‘ made upon great consideration, 
introduced in a solemn and pompous mannet has had no 
other effect than to add at most three words to a conveyance ”’ 
(1 Atk. 591) But this was with reference to the refusal of 
the common law to recognize a use upon a use, Whereby the modern 
system of trusts was left for the Court of Chancery to create. The 
general effect of the statute in giving to the creation of legal estates 
an elasticity which they did not possess at common law is another 
matter, and has always been recognized. The use, it has been 
said, is as clay in the hands of the potter. It will have to be a good 
system worthily to continue—though no doubt on very different 
lines—the work which the Statute of Uses has done for Real Pro- 
perty Law 

The Creation of Legal Estates.—Clause 2, which defines the 
legal estates which will in future be permitted, is, like the repeal 
of the Statute of Uses, little more than the necessary result of the 
assimilation of fee simple estates to chattels.real. Thus, at law 


a chattel real cannot be limited by assurance inter vivos to persons 
in succession; there can be at law no tenant for life of a chattel 
real. Chattels real, being a form of personal property, can only 


be the subject of absolute ownership, and hence a conveyance of a 
chattel real vests the entire legal interest in the first taker, not- 
withstanding that he may be expressed to take only as tenant for 
life. Hence clause 2 (1) merely declares the effect of clause 1 
when it provides that the only estates capable of being created at 
law shall be an estate in fee simple—that is, a perpetual term— 
and a term of years absolute. Other legal interests are enumerated, 
but these stand on a different footing. They are rent charges, ease- 
ments, and soon. The main point to be noticed is that corporeal 
estates in the land must be either the absolute ownership or 
a ‘‘ term of years absolute.’’ This phrase is a new one, and the 
definition of it is given in the definition clause—clause 175 (12). 
Shortly, it is a term of years, ‘‘ either certain or liable to deter- 
mination by notice, re-entry, operation of law, or by a provision 
for cesser on redemption, or in any other event (other than the 
dropping of a life), but does not include any term of years deter- 
minable with life or lives ’’; «.¢., a term of years absolute is a 
term of years as ordinarily understood, other than a term 
limited to end on the dropping of a life or lives. The legal estates 
which can be created iadnds ‘“*(g) any charge secured by a legal 
term of years absolute, whether the term is created by virtue of 
this Act or otherwise.’’ We do not quite appreciate the necessity 
for including this item. Under clause 13 and Schedule II., par. 
5 (1), a legal mortgage can only be created by a demise for a term 
absolute, subject to a proviso for cesser on redemption. The term 
thus created will be a legal estate, and it follows that the mortgage 


which the term supports will be a legal interest. Why, then, pro- 
vide that a ‘‘ charge secured by a term of years absolute ’’—that is, 
the only kind of mortgage which will in future be permitted—shall 
be a legal interest. This has been achieved, when it is provided 
that a term of years is a legal interest, and that a mortgage may be 
created by demise. 





Then it may be noticed that there is an unfortunate redundancy 
in the definition of the terms ‘‘ legal estates’ and ‘ equitable 
interests.’ As just stated, the only legal estates—apart from ease- 
ments, &c.—will be fee simple estates and terms of years. It 
seems unnecessary to define legal estates further, yet this is done 
twice. Possibly im clause 1 (3) the definition of ‘* legal estates ’ 
as meaning the estates and interests authorized tu be created at law 
is useful for the purpose of avoiding the repeated use of ‘‘ in- 
terests ’’; but there is exactly the same definition given over again 
in clause 175 (13) :—‘‘‘ Legal estates’ mean the estates and 
interests in land (subsisting or created at law) which are by this 
Act authorized to subsist or be created at law.’’ This appears to 
be quite unnecessary, and seems to he a part of the over-elavoration 
which possibly accounts in some measure for the length of the 
Bill. So in clause 2 (3) we find, “‘ the owner of a, legal estate 
is referred to as ‘an estate owner,’ ’’ and then in clause 175 (13), 
** * estate owner ’ means the owner of a legal estate.’’ It may be 
the duty of the draftsman to leave nothing to chance and to pro- 
vide for all emergencies ; but it is quite another thing to ted wed 
redundant definitions. It is the same with ‘‘ equitable interests.”’ 
In clause 2 (4) all estates, interests, and charges in or over land 
which are not legal estates are said to be ‘‘ equitable interests,’’ 
and this is repeated in clause 175 (13). If the definition clause 
had heen placed, as in the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and the Settled 
Land Act, 1882, at the commencement, these repetitions could 
hardly have occurred; but this is a matter for the draftsman. 
As we have already suggested, the Bill appears to be overweighted, 
and redundancies may very well be due to this cause. The primary 
object is the assimilation of real to personal property, and this 
could be done by laying down a few clear and quite intelligible 
principles. In addition, there are no doubt numerous amendments 
of detail required in the existing conveyancing statutes. But these 
are no essential part of the present scheme. And amendments of 
the Land Transfer Acts could very wel! be left till the assimilation 
scheme has been put into practice and tested. We have already 
sufficiently expressed our sympathy with the designs of the pro- 
moters of the Bill, and our appreciation of the work of the drafts- 
man; but, unless we are very much mistaken, the consideration 
which tne Bill as likely to get from the Joint Committee of the two 
Houses is unlikely to put it into a ehape which can be trusted to 
win genera! acceptance, and it would be better to select the funda- 

mental parts and concentrate attention on these. 


(To be continued.) 








Books of the Week. 


Workmen’s Compensation.—Workmen’s Compensation 
and Insurance Reports, 1919. Part 3. With Annotated Digest. 
Edited by W. A. G. Woops, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, Annotated 
Index, by Gitpert Stones, B.A, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); W. Green & Sons 
(Limited). Annual subscription, 19s. Post free. 


County Courts Practice.—The Annual County Courts 
Practice, 1920. Thirty-ninth Edition. Edited by His Honour 
Judge Rurcc, K.C. With Special Chapters on Employers, 
Liability and Workmen’s Compensation. By GILBERT STONE 
B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. On Costs and Court Fees. By 
W. H. Wurretock, B.A., and Artuur L. Lowe, M.A., Registrars 
of the Birmineham County Court; and on Admiralty and 
Merchant Shipping. By H. H. Sanperson, Solicitor. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Accountants.-—The ee soy 9 Accountants’ Year-Book, 
1920. Comprising Lists of Members, Articles and Bye Laws. The 
Society of Incorporated Accountants and Auditors. 2s. 6d. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


SIR W. G. ARMSTRONG, WHITWORTH & CO. (LIM.) v. REDFORD. 

23rd ani 24th February; 25th March. 

Workmtin’s CompensaTion—AccipENt—‘ ARISING OUT OF AND IN THE 
COURSE OF THE EMPLOYMENT ''—ACCIDENT DURING DINNER HOUR—FALL 
ON STEPS LEADING FROM CANTEEN WHEN GOING BACK TO WORK—WORK- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1). 

The appeliants provided a canteen for the use of their workwomen 
over their works offices. Access could be obtained to the canteen 
from the premises direct by a door which opened into the factory yard ; 
but this door was only opened at night, for the use of the night shift. 
1t was a rule at the appellants’ works that all employees shodd leave 
the premises at 1 p.m. for an hour, being free to go where they liked to 
obtain their dinner. The use of the canteen was purely voluntary on 
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thought that on the evidence the respondent proved su h a case of 





the part of the employees; they might either buy their food there or 


eat what they themselves had brought with them for their dinner accident arising “in the course of " her employment as could not be 
The reaponde nt on the day of the accident went to the canteen for disturbed « grounds of law, and that the appeal failed . 
dinner, ond in hurrying be« L when the hooter sounded a few minutes Lord Parmoor and Lord Wrensury also read judgments in favour 
before 2 o'clock, to “clock on” for her afternoon's work, fell on the | Of dismissing the appeal. Appeal dismissed with costs,-COUNSEL, for 
stone stairs leading from the canteen to the road and fractured her the appellants, Rigby Swift, K.C., and / igar Meynell; for the respon : 
ankle. She claimed compensation successfully in the unty court de Hol) Gregory, K.C., and 7. Eaatha Sorrcrrors, Collyer, 
the award in her favour was affirmed by the Court of Appeal Br stow, d ¢ for F Py Pay n Holmes now istle-upon-Tyne; 4. B. 
(A ‘ ) / , / nn , 
The employers appealed sits chs favehel, & Heck, Meneame 
Reported by Exsxixe Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] : 
Held (Lord Finlay and Lord Dunedin dissenting), that the accident , : 


aroxe out of and in the course of the respondent's employme 


Decision of the Court of Appeal (63 Soticrrors’ JourNaL, 534 7 A Pe 
BW. CC. 198) afirmed. : winkins High Court—Chancery Division. 
Appeal by the employers from an order of the Court of App Re WILSON. LOTHIAN v. WILSON. Eve, J. 4th March. 


iffirming an award of his Honour Judge Mellor at the County Court of 
Manchester After consideration, the appeal by a majority vas dis Wittr—Ce revucTrion—4irer or Restpvur To CHILDREN at TWENTY-ONE— 
, (Vt Nominatim—irer Over wm any Currtp Faitep To ACQUIRE A 
Vesten INTEREST Dearu or Sow perore TI srorn Leaving ISsut 


missed 





Lord Fintay said that the undisputed t is found by the Winns Act. 1837 Vict 
court judge, were that the respondent, a machinist is employed | 
the appellants at their worl 1 North-street, Manchester. “It was a te r gave re ary fate to f ch nominatim ae 
a rule at the works that all employees should leave the premises at | [ ty é we, with a oft over in the event of any child fail . 
1 p.m. for an hour. They left by the exit from the works in Nort ing fo acquire a ted interest 1 the trust prem One of the sona 
street The employees were fre to vo where they liked, either to obtain uttained the /* f twenty-or ind died in the testat 6 lifet e, lea 
dinner, or for any other purpose Chey all had to return and ock y tssue wh lt} fat 
on’ at 2 p.m., when the hooter sounded. It sounded for some minute Held the ¢ construction of the will that the legal personal 
and anyone who was late lost half an hour's pay On the 2nd Octobe ° , Tt? i the dece d n were entitled t ¢ share. : 
1918, the respondent was at the appellant vorks m the course of 
her employment. At 1 p.m. she left the premises by the entrance t By his will dated 8th December, 1906, the testator io died in June | 
the works in North-street She then walked a fe - yards alo: the 1917 ive his residuary estate upon trust as to one xth part to pay 
pavement till she came to the outer door leading upstairs to the « snteet ul ne to ! vite du her it r until he econd marriage, : 
into which she went She had her meal in the canteen und whe su one-sixth to fall into h residuary estate aft her death or second : 
the hooter sounded for return to work at 2 p.m nh gon down the m lage, and a the residue f the trust fund ipon trust for such : 
stairs leading from the canteen itself to the exit into North-street, she |! “> ©™ <n Sandford Wilson, Alexander Wils Helena Wilson, : 
slipped and broke her ankle The quest ni was hether the pers \ — Wil ; ; lant defendant Ric! rd Wil as be -— . 
injury was ‘ by act ident arising out of and in the course of the em) iki attain t we of twenty-one yvears, or being dau hter should 
ment The meaning of those words was very fully considered by tl atta a ' y under that ag ‘ And the testator directed that ; 
House in Davidson vy. McRobb (1918, A. C. 304; 10 B. W. C. C. 673 - : f his children failing to acquire a vested interest : 
and the conclus on arrived at was th it the words “in uuse of em] | I ” vr vai . uld h iid th or upon trust as } 
ment ’ did not mean during the currency of the engavement. but meant | ‘ le-Hton Of such Sixty shan for his wile, in addition to her one | 
‘in the course of the work which the workman was emploved to do. and Sixt! foresaird for her fe or until her sec md marria ( amd ubject : 
what was ine ident to it, and absea ce on leave Tor the workman s owl ser tet’ to stand po essed of U : emainder ol or sl ire in trust for 
purpose was an interruption of the employ ment It was, therefore . “wi a5 tog ‘ nd Hichand Waeen AD the Alene Cue ; 
now settled that for the purposes of the Vet the accident must be ! ” were) ~ iW son, who died in 1911, were living, and with the ex . 
the course of the work, or what was incidental to it Before MeRobh's f ; La wr , ah + ae eS ae ates : 
case there was an impression that these words denoted merely the cu te. ped -gelie 2% ee children, who survives the testatos — i 
rency of the engagement, and en that reading they added practica summ I isked etl oe Sandford Wilson having predeceased the ! 
nothin z to the requirement that the accident must arise “ out of the = we > weds = ze entitled to one-sixth share of the 
employment. In Blovelt vy. Sawyer (1904, 1 K. B. 271) it was held that foes OF ee r the bequest to him failed 
the accident arose out of the employment, where it was caused by the Eve, J The construction of this will presents some difficulty. The ; 
fall of a wall on the employer's premises where the workman was pet git so | iren is not a gift to them as @ class; it 1s a gilt to them | 
mitted to remain during the dinner hour to eat his dinner This de 4 / ind the language used points to the attaining of a vested ; 
cision was explained by Farwell, L.J., in Gilbert Og Ry ~ etn erest the children at a future date. although the eldest son had 
of) (2 K. B., at p. 558) as proceeding on the principle that the workmar ead ttained twenty-one. In these circumstances, if the gift had 
was permitted to be there by virtue of his contract if employme : follows 1 immediately by the gift over, I think the construction 
In a sense, such a case was one of accident arising out of the employme I shouki have had to impose on the gift over would have been 
because it was as an employee that the man was allowed to remain there ch that a 301 rder to take, must have survived the testator and 
It certainly was not “in the course of the employment as all aut ed twenty-one ly other words, I should have held that the 
had stopped during the dinner-hour, but it would have been so if | | ae ey = uiling to acquire a vested interest " meant an 
‘course of employment meant merely the currency of engagement as | U@*¢Tes’ vested In possession, al d have thereby shewn a contrary in 
was formerly supposed * Te his opinion the present case was deter tent } . ithin section 36 of the Wills Act But between the original 
mined by the interpretation of the Act adopted in McRobb’s case gift and the gift over are terposed maintenance and advancement 
The accident did not take place im the course of the work, or what was | ~~" hich have reference to the expectant or presumptive share of 
incidental to it is uny of his children followed by a direction to his trustees that this share . 

to hich any daughter mild beconte entitled should. be settled It 

Lord DUNEDIN agreed with Lord Finlay He thought the test was | would not, of course possible for the trustees to settle the share : 
not the situation of the premises, but whethér resort to the premise f a daughter who attained twenty-one or married in the lifetime of 
was a part of the duty owed to the employee. The finding of the judge | the testator, and accordingly the direction must be limited to the 
seemed to him to negative that, nor could he take the view of the | daughters who attained twenty-one or married after the testator’s death 4 
situation which was taken by others. that the canteen was practically on The case of a daughter marrying in the testator lifetime is provided : 
the premises, and an access to the works, and that the accident therefore for by the direction in the original gift that the shares of daughters 
was ‘an accident within the works happening to a workman hurrying | 47¢ t© be held subject to the provisions directing a settlement as thereim : 
to his work tained. Mr. Devonshire has argued that the expression “ failing to 

Ron Gueneme in pivian bid pinneie tor dhanteninn’ the nad a ure a vested intere “ means faalts r to fulfil the two contingencies, : 

- | au lame iT ing the testator and attaining twenty-one, or in the case | 
that while there could not be employment, where one party no longer dauchters marrvinc. and } ; baal ate a Ai ta = © _ : 
employed and the other was no longer ¢ mp) ved there mi rht he : jaugi ’ > 7 : x : r 1 j a 7 . " a rele perer ma ous © 4 { 

yl ae . = d - ighter quiring a vested interest in the trust premises on attaining 
break “in. the course of the employment " in the sense of the statut: ra » of marriages. he does #0 i Ring } } lealine 
though the currency of the contract was unbroken, and the legal nex on with ae “roca an thaws ale le a ee ate 0 le so 
gat cabsiting The resrondent's employment seemed to have been by | surviving him. I think there is great deal of, foros in thet argument | 
ch aes eaheay Nancy ~Beryy Pig A fret — hn gy. . — , it when the testator has himself shewn the meaning which he attached 
| f t th pondent had to come back to her | to the particular expression cquiring a vested interest in the trust 
work, she had nothing to do for her employer that she was emploved | premisé I think I ought to impress it with the same meaning where 
to do after she reached the canteen. The pinch in this case arose from t occurs elsewhere in the will, and so doing I think ¢ £4 es uuht 
the fact that she had finished her dinner, and had left the canteen. and tt e construed as defeating the interest f ’ ild who attained 
was coming down the stairs, which were the pr vided mean of a esa twenty in the testator lifetime but did not surv e hil Accord. 
from part of her employers’ premises to the particular part where the | it I hold that the lecal personal representative f the 1 who died 
machines were, when she slipped and fell He thought there in the lifetime of the testator are entitled to tl n’s ghar COUNSEL. 
evidence to support the finding by the arbitrator that the stairs were | Dighton Pollock ; Percy Wheeler; G. H. Devonehu Soticirors, 7, P. 


part of the premises where the respondent was employed If it } Gisborne; Smith, Rundell, Dods, & Bockett 





d 
happened in the street, the case might well have been different, He [Reported by S. BE. Wittrams, Barrister at-Law.] 
[Rey Ss. E. s, st-Layv 
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DAVIES v. POWELL DUFFRYN STEAM COAL CO. Russell, J. 
26th February. 
Mines—Ricnr ov Suprorr is Surrace Owner—Natore or Ricutr To 
Ler Down Survace—Srinore or Dovste Five Necessary 

! power na det 1 of 1788 to enter for the w yrking of minerals ** in as 
full and complete a manner as tf these presents had not been made, 
gives aright to u rk mines so aa to cause subsidence 
Beard v. Moira Col iery ‘ (1915. 1 (A. 257) followed 
Where a document ia unan biquous, the Court t# not entitled to receive 
idence f the purpose of greing to it a meaning contrary to the plain 
meaning of the word vueed. and are wrdingly evidence was gnad misarble 
in thie case to shew that mining being in 1788 tn its infancy, the parties 
could not have had in contemplation the letting down of the surface by 
workings 1 right of support ia not an casement, hut ia either one of 
the incidenta or righta of property or owner hip, oT 1a merely a right to 
vy the land in its natural state, with a right of action agaimet a 


en 
neight ir whose acts cau mnpury, and a right of which the surface 
owner can dep h elf and he RUCCORROTR by apt words 

1 deed of gr fefa yht to let down the surface or a deed of release 
i the right t spport in 1788 is ¢ fectual even though a single fine only 
has been levied 1 double fine ia not essential 


turned on what were the consequences in a deed of 
which excepted mine and minerals but conferred a 


This action 
partition of 178 


power to enter for the purp« of working minerals ‘‘in as full and 
complete a manner as if these presents had not been made,’’ and con 
tained no compensation clause In 1916 Sargant, J., had ordered the 


following question of law lo be disposed of before trial, that is to say, 


whether by virtue of exceptions, reservations, agreements and declara 


tions in a deed of 1788 the defendants were entitled to work mines and 
minerals under land of the plaintiffs in such a way as to cause the 
surface of the land and the buildings thereon to subside. Younger, J., 
before whom this question was argued, held, as a matter of constructi n, 
that the case was concluded in the defendants’ favour by a decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Beard y. Moira Colliery Co, (supra) The 


plaintiff appealed, and the Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of 
Younger, J When the point came up for hearing in the House of 
Lords the option was given to the plaintiff of proceeding without raising 
new points or of having the orders of Younger, J., and the Court ot 
Appeal discharged, with a vic to trying the whole action on terms of 
their paying the costs up to date. The plaintiffs chose the latter alter 
native, and this was the trial of the action 


Russec., J., in the course of a considered judgment, after stating the 
facts, said : | must dismiss this action. On the question of construction 
(which is of primary importance, because, 1f the plaintiffs are right on 


that. it is unnecessary to consider the case fyrther), | have no choice 
but to adopt the opinions of Younger, J., and the Lords Justices, and 
to hold that the true construction of the deed of 1788 is that the de 
fendants are entitl4d to work the mines so as to cause subsidence, The 
plaintiffs, however, contend that the construction ought to be different, 
and should be in their favour, and for that purpose have called evi 
dence with a view to shewing that in 1788 the knowledge and practice 
of mining in the district being then in their infancy, the parties could 
n their contemplation the working so as to destroy the 
surface by subsidence. But the Court, though in construing a document 
it is entitled to be put in possession of the circumstances in which it 
was executed, is not entitled to receive evidence for the purpose of con 
tradicting a document vhich is unambiguous, as I think the deed of 
1788 is. and of giving to it a meaning contrary to the gy meaning 
of the words used The evidence, therefore, is inadmissi le With re- 
gard to the arguments of the plaintiffs that a right to let down cannot 
he acquired, or a right of support extinguished by way of exception, 
reservation, grant, re-grant r release, and that any such acquisition or 


never have had 


extinguishment cannot bind the inheritance, and at best must rest on 
revoeable licence, the authorities shew the preponderance of judicial 
opinion to be that a right of support is not an easement, but erther is 
one of the incidents or rights of property or ownership, or is merely 
the right to enjoy land in its natural stat with a right of action 
against a neighbour whose acts cause injury, and whatever the right 
is called or however described or classified, it is a right of which a 
surface owner can by apt words and apt conveyance ‘both of whith 
counted in the present case) deprive himself and his successors. The 
plaintiffs further argued that, even if the deed of 1788 is a grant of a 
right to let downer a release of a right of support, still it is ineffectual 
heeausé a singlé five only has been levied, whereas a double fine is essen 
tial I am. however, of opinion that a double fine is not necessary 
Counse.. /. Terrell, K.C., and MacSwinney; | pjohn, K.C., Clauson, 
iN Cc and a. a Wood Sotictrors, Peacock Goddard, for D. W 
Jones, Merthyr Tydfil; Broderick & Gray, for W. Kenshole & Prosser, 
Aberdare 
(Reported by Lroxanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 
CROCKER v. CROCKER. Duke, P. 28th January 


Divorce —Hvuspann’s Scrr—Wire's Apettery wrrn Man UNKNOWN 
Aruecep COoNDONATION IN A Letrrer rrom THE HusBanp 


Condonation in law tia aomething more than mere forgiveness Tt ia 
the co nplete blotting out of the offence. and the re-inatatement of the 
offender m the same posit ym that ), yr ahe waain be fore the commte- 





sion of the offence. Condonation per verba or by letter is not sufficient 
alone. 

Keats v. Keats and Montezuma (1 Sw. d& 7’. 332) followed. 

This was a husband's suit for dissolution of his marriage on the ground 
that his wife had committed adultery with some man unknown, in 
consequence of which she had oy 6th May, 1918, given birth to a child, 
of which it was impossible that the husband could be the father as he 
had not access to her at the time of the child’s conception. The wife, in 
a letter to the husband, had admitted her adultery, and had asked fo: 
forgiveness. The husband, in a letter to the wife, dated 11th July, 1918, 
said as follows :—‘* Dear Pat,—Well, | think it is very kind of Miss G 
for the offer to you. Well, I have been thinking about you and myself 
and the kiddies. Well, I must tell you the truth. I love you, and | 
love the children, and I know you do love them I have had letters 
from poor Willie pleading to go home with you. I will come to you 
ami forget everything if you promise you never do such a bad deed 
again 1 will stop the lawyer if you forgive, as you have, I know. 
Now, do you think we can be happy together again? It lies with you 
I will forget everything if you promise me not to do such a thing again 

Well, [ leave this in your hands to settle which way you like, I 
am willing to stop the proceedings Of course, you must please your- 
self for the best, and the children. If you promise to do what is right, I 
will forget everything and start a fresh life, and I hope for the best. 
From your loving husband, Will.’’ P.S.—Don’t let me stand in your 
way ; it is Willie that has turned me, and hope, please God, it is for the 
best. Let me know quick, and then I will do all in my power for you 
and kiddies. I think Mrs. H. could do something for you to get away 
from Bournemouth.”’ On 14th July, 1918, the wife wrote thanking the 
husband for his forgiveness, and accepting his terms. In the meantime 
the father of the hushand had written to him in France telling him that 
the respondent had been seen walking out with soldiers: and in conse 
quence the husband wrote to the wife again a letter which reached her 
on 15th July, 1918, in which he told her he would have nothing more to 
do with her. It was clear, from a letter written by the husband to the 
wife in June, 1918, that he already knew that hig wife had been walking 
out with soldiers, and was in possession of all the facts of the case before 
he wrote the letter of forgiveness, dated 11th July, 1918. In November, 
1918, the husband returned to England, and commenced these proceed 
ings. The wife, in her evidence, said that she had been offered a 
situation as a domestic servant by a lady, but had refused it because of 
the husband's offer to forgive her, which offer she had accepted. Another 
lady had also offered to assist them to find a home in some other place 
Counsel for petitioner submitted that condonation was a firm and un 
equivocal determination to forgive, founded on a knowledge of all the 
circumstances of the case, followed by a re-instatement of the wife to 
her full position as a wife. Here there had not been any re-instatement : 
the husband had not lived with his wife since her adultery. and had 
had nothing to do with her since. There could not be condonation on 
paper. It must be followed by reinstatement as a wife. The husband 
had heard of his wife’s improper behaviour with soldiers which she had 
concealed. Counsel cited and discussed Keats v. Keats and Montezuma 
(1 Sw. & T. 332). There could not be condonation per verba; and con- 
donation by letter was the same thing. Counsel for the respondent 
submitted (1) That it was, and always had been, the law that 
there could be condonation per verba alone. (2) There was no reported 
case where a decree had been granted when condonation per ve rha had 
been proved as a fact. (3) The observations by Lord Chelmsford in 
Keats v. Keats and Montezuma (supra) were obiter dicta, and were not 
necessary to the decision of that case, which was not a binding authority 
for the legal proposition that there could be condonation per verba. 
That cate was only an authority in that it supported the judgment of 
the Judge Ordinary. This case came within the definition of ‘‘ blotting 
out the offence.’’ Counsel cited and discussed Campbell y. Campbell 
Deane’s Eccl. Rep. 288), Fairlie v. Fairlie (6 Paton’s Appeal Cases 121, 
at p. 127), Perry's case (McQueen's H. L. Rep. 663), out. Worrall’ s 
case (McQueen's H. L. Rep. 630), Dance v. Dance (1 Hagg. Eccl 
793), and Sanchez de divortio, p. 217 of Poynter’s Treatise on the 
Doctrine and Practice of the Ecclesiastical Courts in Marriage and 
Divorce, and Moss v. Moss (1916, P. 155). He submitted that the 
Ecclesiastical Courts had adopted the canon law of Rome, and there 
fore that the law as regards condonation was governed by the canon 
law. In the alternative, he submitted that the husband’s letter of for 
giveness of 11th July, 1918, and the wife’s acceptance of 14th July 
following, constituted an agreement between the parties not to take 
proceedings for a divorce, and cited Besant v. Wood (1879, 12 Ch. D 
605). The consideration moving from the: wife in this case was her 
promise to resume cohabitation and the giving up by her of the situa 
tion offered to her. Counsel for the petitioner, in reply, submitted 
that there was no consideration by the wife. The letters were not 
under seal The burden was on the wife to prove condonation. 

Duke, P., in the course of his judgment, said, after stating the 
facts : The charge of adultery is undoubtedly established. In answer 


‘to the husband’s petition the wife sets up the plea of condonation. 


Unfortunately, they are people of narrow means and unable to pro- 
duce evidence shewing all the facts material to the case. IT accept the 
wife's statement that before she wrote the letter of 14th July she had 
received an offer of domestic service and an additional offer from an 
other lady to help them to make a fresh start, and that she informed 
the petitioner of these facts, and that this lady also wrote to the peti 
tioner, and received a reply from him to the same effect as the wife. 
I come to the conclusion on the exchange of correspondence that the 
vife’s action was, at any rate, evidence of her complete acceptance of 
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the petitioner’s proposal. I find that the husband had had knowledge | Judicial 


of the whole of the facts necessary for coming to a decision on the 


subject. It is said that the letters shew forgiveness, and therefore con- 
donation ; and, further, that the letters shew an agreement not to sue 
for a divorce on an admitted matrimonial offence I am bound by 


Keats v. Keats and Montezuma (supra), a decision by the Court of 
Appeal, to hold that a determination to forgive, followed by a com 


munication to that effect to the offending spouse, does not amount to 
condonation. It is said that the decision in that case is not in point 


and that the words were chifer dict In my opinion, they were 
reasons for the judgment in the case Condonation means “ the blot 
ting out of the offence so as to put the offending party in the same 
position as he or she was before the offence was committed.”’ ‘‘ Words 
however strong, can only be regarded as imperfect forgiveness.’’ That 


forgiveness must be shewn by the reinstatement of the wife in her 
former position. That decision is emphasized in Bernatein v. Bernstein 
(1893, P. 292), where it was held that there must be proof of forgiveness 
followed by cohabitation. I feel bound by the statement in Keats v 
Keats and Montezuma (supra). I have first to determine if there was 
determination by the husband to forgive the wife ; and, secondly, if there 
was restoration of the wife to her former position as a wife. It is said 
that you cannot safely define what is restitution, but that there must 
be more than a mere state of mind, and a declaration to restore 
Forgiveness in a moral sense was undoubtedly offered by the husband 
in his letter of 11th July. He was faced with death at any minute in 
France, and was determined to forgive this very grave offence The 
question is whether the wife has been restored to her former position 
I must examine the position of the parties. There was deprivation of 
the allowance to the respondent as a wife, and the withdrawing from 
her of the children of the marriage. Those are the material facts in 
this case. Nothing was done The wife remained as she was The 
true conclusion is that the husband, after promising to restore her 
altered his mind. With regard to the second point, that there was an 
agreement not to sue, this is not free from difficulty I had doubt as to 
whether the conduct of the wife on receipt of the letter could be said 
to have made her change her situation [ am not able to say that there 
is evidence of consideration moving from the wife that would bar the 
husband from bringing a suit for divorce. I, therefore, hold that the 
plea of condonation fails, and the husband is entitled to the relief he 
claims. There will be a decree nist, with costs, and the custody of the 
children of the marriage. The case is one of delicacy and difficulty, and 
is well worthy of furthér consideration, because the case of Keats vy 
Keats and Montezuma (supra) did not expressly de il with the question 
of condonation by letter. Leave to appeal was given.—COoUNSEL, @ 
Tyndale. for petitioner ; Paul, for respondent. Sorricrrors, Lovell, Son, 
ad Pitfield, for petitioner; W Drake, for respondent 
[Reported by C. G. Tatsot-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at Law.) 


New Orders, &e. 


New Statutes. . 


On 26th March the Royal Assent given to 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act, 192 
Merchant Shipping Amendment) Act. 1920. 











Orders in Council. 


THE EGYPT (VREATY OF PKACE) AMENDMENT ORDER IN 
COUNCIL, 1920 

Whereas on the 22nd day of January, 1920, an Order in Council 
entitled ‘‘ The Egypt (Treaty of Peace) Order in Council, 1920 "’ lante, 
p. 294], was issued by His Majesty for the purpose of charging certain 
property in Kgypt of German nationals with the payment of habilities 
for which such property is constituted a pledge under the Treaty of 
Peace with Germany signed at Versailles on the 28th June, 1919: 

And whereas it is ne essary to amend the said Order and to include 
among the habilities for which the said property 1s charged the claims 
of, or debits owing to, certain Egyptian nationals: 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by virtue and in exerase of the powers 
in this behalf by “ ‘he Foreign Jurisdiction Act, 1890,"" and by ‘* The 
Treaty of Peace Act, 191Y."" or otherwise in Him ested, is pleased uy 
and with the advice of His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby 
ordered, as follows: 

1. Egyptian nationals resident or carrying on business in Egypt shall 
share in the benefit of the charge created by the Order in Council afore 


end other matters before 
to the Judicial Comn 


Lordshyps do this dav 


vern themselves according! 


rHE BANKRUPTCY 


the party chargeabl 


Notice is hereby 





mentioned on the same terms as British nationals resident or car 
business in Egypt, provided that during the war such Egyptian 1 
were treated by the German Government as enemies and that their p 





perty was subjected by the German Government to ex eptiona ur 
measures 

2. ‘This Order may be cited as ‘‘ The Egvpt (Treaty of Peace) Amend 
ment Order in Council, 1920,"" and shall be deemed to have had effect 


as from the date when the ‘Treaty of Peace came into force 
25th March Gazette, 26th Marck 


INCREASE OF JUDICIAL COMMITTEE COSTS 


Whereas His late Majesty was pleased by His Order in Council, dated 
the Zist day of December, 1908, and made on a representation from the 








Privy Council to approve certain Roles 


Rul LOHR f eu ng the Prac 


her matters before the t Judicial 


y read at the Board a Representation 


in the words f wing 

oi Committee baving taken into con 
1 Agents conducting Appeals 
| heh ips ntarned m Schedule CI 
‘ 190B. « 1 tn y © pul m that 
} rghit 7 toon from the date 
ees pre bed by the said 
L by thirtv-thre mi «a third per 
% ought to be allowed upon all taxa- 
h Appea wud other matters as well 
etween Solicitor and Client Their 
imbly ft epresent to Your Majesty 
ving take the said Represe miation 
and with the advice of His Privy 

\ s therein prop i 
i t t ‘ it ' ! 

fra 26th Marct 


Costs in Bankruptcy. 


AMENDMENT RULES, 1920 


erted i tankruptcy Rules, 1915, 

sand charg distinet from 
103 and either # it i ipters I 
the ippend x, or referred to in para 
‘neral Regula ns f Part IT. of the 


img all bills taxed pursuant to Rule 96) shall be 

business done after the 3last day of December, 
ind such increase shal! be allowed upon 
ween part y and party or ae between 


shall not apply to bills carried in for 


ent sought to be charged therewith, 


with before this rule comes into 


ulready taxed and certified or lowed, and 
fhe e power { the court to fix a 
d Sts under tule "> ] 


‘ xcept In reepect 1 uelneas done 
1920. and ex ept s regards those 


ed from the opera 1 of this rule by 
Bankruptcy Amendment Rules, 
rules may be obtained at the office of 


the Lord Chancellor vith the con 
e Board of Trad is made provi 
i Ist day ! Apr in the 

tit n lores intel 
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the provisions of the Rules 


[ Gazett Oth March 


COMPANIES WINDING-UP RULES, 1920 
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Master and Servant--Workmen’s Compensation 

Act, 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION RULES, 1920 
19rn MARCH, 1920 


I 906. 


THE DATED 
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unt and i 1 determined b } tne ¢ 
wit it a jur ) , ich procedure is applicable to pr ceed 
ings by f arl | the statutory provisions and rul 
the time being I reiating to such actior shall vith the eceseal 
modifications, apy t ch arbitration accordi: 
9a )¢ ] I art ar, t tutor rovi s 
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{ furthe pa 
f nterr md ais ery and i 1 of docur t 
¢) eXamina case and =peraon i 
t rrantil t I I ‘ ! I Ru f Order 
XXXI 
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5) 1 the apy t I l uid rules the a plicant s re 
Quest f ‘ tra i ned ea mons with particulars 
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/ / In t eve f e death of any person entitled as a 
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pos n the for t benefit other dependants in the 
event of the death of su person; and in default of and subject to ar 
suct tirectior ich mor I be dealt. with j accordance with 
provisions of section 26 of the County Courts Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Gi 
i id ‘i 
Sell j | | / i) r j erly / ned 
, 
Rule & para l the pr lt hereby annulled 
the f tand in a the f. viz. 
lL) ule » (1 I f for w trial in arbitrati An 
am ; 1 tor a new tri tne wl 1 a ne trial may be oe ed 
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Wi ner t ibn t t ‘ t t L i¢ t r 
Watwortu H. Roserrs 
r. C. Grancer 
W. M. Carn 
J). W. MeCarrny 
Epwarp Bray 
I allow these rules, which s] n to | 
j W e ir , on the lst day 
April, 1920 ~ ty ay 
The 19th day f M arch 1920 


BIRKENHEAD, C 
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County Court, England, Procedure. 
RULES, 1920, DATED MARCH 19, 1920 
Preliminary 

ile may be cited as the ( yunty Court Rules, 1920, or each 
e cited as if it had been one of the County Court Rules 
5 (S.R. & O., 1903, No. 629), 
nber of the Order and rule placed in the margin opposite s ich rule 
referred to by number 


der and rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 1903, or in any 
mty Court Rules of subsequent date, as the case may be 
These rules shall be read and construed as if they were contained 


Where any rule or 
ount\ 


date, or in the 


The forms 
n the appendix to the County Cou 


the ( mty ¢ irt Rules, 1903 
ntiaimed t 
1903, and when it is so expressed shall be used 
ontained in such last-mentioned appendix, or the 
inv 4 intvy Court Rules of subsequent date, as the ise 
be 
form hereby annulled is referred to in any of the 
inty Court Rules, 1903, or in any County Court Rules of subsequent 
uppendix to any of those rules, the reference to such 
r form shall be construed as referring to the rule or form hereby 


pre bed to be used in lieu thereof 
ORDER I 
COURT AND OFFICES 
The following rule shall stand as Order I., rule 2c, viz 
1. Order 1.. Rule 2c. Registrar's Courts 1) Where pursuant to se 


f the County Courts Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, ¢. 75, 8. Yi, a 


oints additional courts to be held at which the judge will not 


j j 
be present, such courts may be appointed to be held either 
1) at the court house; or 
(4+) at the registrar's office; or 
c) if an office is kept open by the registrar at any place withir 
the district of the court other than the place at which the 
yurt is held by the judge, at such office 
nd ar fice at which any such court is appointed to be held shall 
lur the tling of and for the purposes of such court, be deemed to 
be d ill be kept open as a court 
( Notice of the place, day and hour for holding any additiona 
rt under the uid section shall be given in accordance with section 
ter e Act f r eeks before the day sO ippointed - and such notice 
sh state that the court will be held before the registrar only; and 
vi er any day so appointed is altered, notice of such alterat 
hall be en in accordance with the last-mentioned section 
5) An ourt so appointed shall be called, and is in these rules r 
ferred t is a revistrar s court 
ORDER V 
COMMENCEMENT OF ACTION 
Order \ rule 13, and forms 8 (1), 8a, 9, 10, and 10a, are hereby 
ul led. and tbe following rule and the forms in the appendix shall 
1 ieu the t viz : 
; ler V.. Rule 13 (1) How leave under 51 & 52 Viet., ¢ 43, s. 74, 
he obtained Where leave to enter a plaint is required under 
“ st ty-four of the Act, an application shall be made upon the 
affidavit of the proposed plaintiff, or of some person on his behalf who 


forth the facts on which the applica 


rounded. according to such one of the forms in the appendix as 


< ppl ble t th is 

Ordinary ) / 18 (1) The affidavit on an application 
lea t ente » plaint and issue an ordinary summons shall be 
ling t the f m 1) in the appendix 

Whe proposed plaintiff ia an asstgner Forms 8 (1), 8 (2 
iffid 0 n application on behalf of an assignee oT a debt for 


ve to enter a plaint and issue an ordinary summons shall be accord- 


in the appendix, with the addition of a paragraph 
rding to the form 8 (2) in the appendix, stating the name, address 


1 
1d description of the person with whom the debt was originally con 
tracted. and that such debt has been absolutely assigned to the proposed 
plaintiff. and that express notice in writing of such assignment has been 
( tne lebtor 
4) Det / iM lad Jt wnnmnon Form 9 The affidavit or 
i] t for leave to enter a plaint and issue a default summons 
’ il def it sum is hereinafter defined shall be according to 
I yin the pendix 
The affid hall be lodved with the registrar, together with a 
| f the ime for each defendant 
f Y} dye st shall dulv consider the facts dis losed by 
the affidavit. and shall exercise his discretion in each case as to the 
r refusal of leave in aceordance with the circumstances, and 
he following paragraphs of this ru'e 
(7) Where the proposed plaintiff is the assignee of a debt, the judge 
r registrar shall in parti ular consider whether the proposed place ot 
trial 1 be lees convenient of access to the pr posed defendant than 
the place at which he might have been sued if the debt had not been 
ussigned, and if he shall be of opinion that it would, he shall refuse 
eave 


Where receipt of order or letter relied on.}--Where the receipt of 


un order orea letter within the district is relied on as the cause of action 
» part thereof. the receipt of such order or letter shall not be con 


or 


and had been numbered therein by the 


these rules means the 


n the appendix shall be 


instead of the 
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sidered a sufficient ground { for granting leave unle ss it appears in the 
affidavit that such order or letter was addressed to the proposed plain 
tiff, and purported to be signed by the proposed defendant, or on his 
behalf by some member of his household or some person in his employ ; 
and the receipt of a letter from an agent of the proposed plaintiff pur 
porting to transmit an order given to him by or on behalf of the pro 
posed defendant shall nut be considered as a sufficient ground for grant 
ing leave. 

(9) Where pr yposed detendant ix a domestic servant. labourer. d 
Where the proposed defendant is a domestic or memial servant, a 
Jabourer, a servant in husbandry, a journeyman, an artificer, a handi 
craftsman, a Miner, or any person enga | 
not be granted unless 

(a) it appears by the affidavit that the proposed defendant was 
residing in the district when the debt or part thereof was con 
tracted, or the cause of action wholly or in part arose; or 

(4) it appears by the affidavit that the proposed defendant or: 
some person on his behalf was personally present in the district 
when the debt or part thereof was contracted, or that the proposed 
defendant or some person for whose acts or defaults he is alleged 
to be responsible was personally present in the district when ‘the 
cause of action wholly or in part arose; or 

(c) the judge or registrar is satisfied that the proposed place of 
trial will not be less convenient of access to the proposed defenda: 
than the court in which he could be sued without leave; or 

(¢) it appears by the affidavit that the proposed plaintiff has 
reason to believe that the proposed defendant admits the claim, and 
that the proposed plaintiff has not more than fourteen and not less 
than seven clear days before the filing of the affidavit given or 
caused to be given to the proposed defendant notice in writing of 
his intention to apply for leave, and has by such notice required 
the proposed defendant to state whether he disputes the claim, and 
that the proposed defendant has either admitted the claim or failed 
to give notice that he disputes it ; 

and in such cases the forms of affidavit numbered 8a and 9a [Forms 8a 
9a] in the appendix shall be used in lieu of the forms numbered 8 (1 
and 9, such paragraphs only of the said forms being used as are applic 
able to the circumstances 

(10) Where address of Subject t 
the provisions of this rule, leave may be granted, and the summons may 
be issued, although the proposed pl aintiff cannot give the present place 
of residence or of business of the proposed defendant: but in that 
case the proposed defendant shall be served personally, wherever in 
England or Wales he may be met with. Service of an ordinary sun 
mons in such case may, if so requested in the pracipe, be effected by 
any person by whom a default summons may be served under Order 
VII., rule 33. Where service is effected otherwise than by a bailiff, 
an affidavit of service according to the form in the appendix [Form 37 
must be lodged with the registrar seven clear days before the return 
day 

(11) Subject to the last preceding paragraph, no leave shall be granted 
unless the occupation or description of the proposed defendant is ful 
set out in the affidavit. 

(12) Every order granting leave under this rule shall be signed by 
the judge o1 registrar in his own handwriting at the foot of the 
affidavit. 

Order V., rule 14, and forms 11 and 12, are hereby annulled, and 
the following rule and the forms in the appendix shall stand in lieu 
thereof : and Order V., rule 15, is hereby annulled. 

3. Order V., rule 14 ifidavit for issue of default summons 
district. Forma 11, 12.|}—The affidavits to be filed for the issue of 
default or special default summonses for service in the district shall b 
according to the forms 11 and 12 in the appendix, and every such 
affidavit shall contain the particulars as to the name, residence or place 
of business, and occupation or description of the proposed defendant 
required by paragraphs (b) and (ec) of Rule 4 of this Order 


ORDER VII 
Piaint Nore AND SuMMONS 
Plaint Not 
Order VI1., Rite 1 (2). Forms of plait notes. Forma 18, 19, 20 





ved ial manual alx ur, leave sha 


nwoposed defendant not known.) 


SERVICE 


21.}—The following paragraph shall stand as paragraph 2 of Order VII 
Rule 1, viz 
Forms 18 to 21 are hereby annulled, and the forms in the appendix 


shall stand in lieu thereof 
Summona on Plant 
5. Order VIT.. Pule 2 (2) Forma of summonses Forma 22, 23, 25 
Order VII., Rule 2, paragraph 2, is hereby annulled, and the fol wing 
paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof, viz 
(2) Forms 22, 23 and 25 are hereby annulled, and the forms in th 
ippendix shall stand in lieu thereof 
Ordinary Summons and Service 
The following rule shall stand as Order VII., Rule 19 (a), viz 
6. Order VII., Rule 19a. Service on worker residing in hoatel, d« 
Where a defendant is residing at any hostel or other similar institution 
for workers, it shall be sufficient service to deliver the summons to the 
superintendent or any person appearing to be the head officer in charge 
thereof 
Default Summons and Service 


Order VII., rules J to 38, and order XXXV., and Forms 25, 26, “a, 





London, E.C. 4 








9 
ummons is desired, the plaintiff shall file an affidavit made by himself 
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supervision in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Gardea 
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Trust Funds are available for the Children of Barristers, 
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Telephoue : 


() ‘ VJ/ eul ‘/ j) pe f uli aunmma es 
lig idated demand } 23. 2 ] \ thon im hich the 
fi ks only 1 ¢ el debt ot } lated demand in money 
( lemand on a bill of exchange, promissory note or cheque, 
cpense tf notu r protest the plaintif? may at his option cause 
ssued either 
in rau immons ul 
/ here the demand of the plaintiff does not exceed ten pounds, 
i detau ummon or 
where the demand of the plaintiff exceeds ten pounds, a 
ay i! default summons 
fance th these es 
hivst / , “ ‘ fa ult ry apectal default summoneea.) 
led that 
No summons her than a summons in the ordinary form 
shall be issued where the amount claimed does not exceed two 
pounds 
No summons other than a summons in the ordinary form 
il] be issued for service in the district against a defendant 
hoe is a domestic or menial servant. a labourer. a servant im 
husband: 1 journeyman, an artificer, a handicraftsman, a 
miner r any person engaged in manual labour, where the 
mount aimed does not exceed five pour ds, unless the de 
fendant rrie n or formerly carried on some trade or 
illing. and the claim is for the price, value or hire of goods 
sold and delivered or let on hire to the defendant to be used 


n the wav of that trade or alling, or for 

price or value of work done for the defendant for the 
purposes of that trade or calling; and 

) No summons other than a summons in the ordinary form shall 


ir dealt with 
the 


be issued for service it of the district against any such 
defendant as in the preceding proviso mentioned unless the 
amount claimed exceeds five pounds, and the defendant carries 
on or formerl¥ carried on some trade or calling, and the claim 
is for the price, value or hire of goods sold and delivered or 
let on hire to the defendant to be used or dealt with in the 
wav of that trade or illing., or for the price or value of 
wk done f the defendant for the purposes « f that trade 

or ¢ me 
1ihda for issue of default ow special lefaulf aummonea Forma 
11, 12 “Whe re the issue of a default summons or a 8] etial default 


some person on his behalf who has knowledge of the facts, in 


i ordance ith Order \ ule 14, o1 von leave to enter a plaint is 
required under section seventy-four of the Act, the plaintiff shall apply 
ich leave n affidavit ' ’ rdanece with Order \ rule 13 
Order VIT Rule 29 Nr ce of default rape i default aum 
Judament in default of notice or affiderit of defence or admia 
\ default summor » special default summons sh ill subject 
« Bh to 32 of this Order. be personally served on the defendant 
rdance with these rule ind f the defendant does not within 
lave after the ervice f the summons, inclusive ¢ f the day of 
deliver to the registrar, by post or otherwise, either 
1) in the case of a default summons, a notice of defence in 
writing e herematter mentioned signed by himself or his 
sovicitor or 
fh) in the case of i special defau't summons in affidavit of 
defence ith a copy thereof, as hereinafter mentioned, made 
by the de fenda t or by some person on his behalf who has 
knowledg t! facts; or 
in the case of eit er a default or a special default summons, 
an admission as hereinafter mentioned 


plaintiff may, after ¢ ght davs (or, where a notice or affidavit of 
defence is returned for Bren or Bes. pursuant to bane raph 3 of Ru'e 344 
this Order. twelve davs) and etthin two 


nthe from the day of 
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service, upon proof of service, have judgment entered against the 
defendant for th. nount of his claim and costs. such oats to he 
taxed by the registrar al the rder npon such jud ment shall be for 
payment forthwitl r at such time times, and by such instalments 
as the plaintiff ma un writing agree t cept at the tim f the entry 
of the plaint, or at the time of entering judgment 

9. Order VII... Rule W Service of default or special default sum 
mone 1) A default summons or a special default summor shall be 
served within a per od of twelve rt nthe from it date 

(2) Tf any defendant named yy uch summons has not. been 
served therewitl the plammtiff ma before the expiration of twelve 
months app the revistra ond the registrar is satisfied that 
reasonable effor have le made t erve j defendant, or that 
there is some other d reason wil service has not been effected, he 
may, on payment of su fee as may be prescribed, order that ime 
for ser ce be extended for a further perl d of twelve months id so 
from time t ime during the period fe | the time f ae e is 
extended 

3 Ar rder eo made sha be indorsed i red ink n the summons 
and any copy thereof. and signed by the registrar vd shall he ntered 
in red ink in the plaint book ind the summor s mat force 
accordingly ind shall be a ib'e te event perat of any 
statute whereb the time for the commencemen f the actu may be 
limited, and for ther purpose from the da on whicl e plaint 
was entered 

10. Orde Vii Khule Sa fmendm fof d «aa fo na el 
ol defendant 1) Where a default im ms or a speci 1! default sum- 
mons has not been served by reason of the plaintiff having misstated or 
insufficiently stated any of the particu'ars as to the name, residence or 
place of business, and occupation or description of the defendant r« 
quised by paragraph (4) and (c) of Order \ tule 4, or of the defendant 
having before the entry of the plaint removed from the address given 


on the summ 


the summons may at any time during its currency 


umended as to such particulars on the plaintiff correcting and reswear 
ng the affidavit required by these rules before the ents 
or swearin » further affidavit, and on payment wher 


ia to be served by a bailiff, of such additional fee 
be prescribed 


or 


be 


y of the plaint 
e the summer 
service as may 


to ordinary 


(2) Paragraphs 2 and 3 of rule 5a of this Order, as 
summons shall apply to default summonses and special default ’ 
monses, with the omission of the word n sufficient time before the 
return da ind from paragraph 2 

ll. Order VJ Rule Sl Where solicitor re prese nta that he ia 
authorized t acce pt ‘ f Where a solicitor represents that he is 
authorized to accept service of a default summons or a special default 
summons on behalf of defendant, it shall be sufficient service to de 
liver the summons t hin I ided that he shall at the time of uch 
delivery indorse upon the nv of the summons retained by the bailiff 
or, where the summons is served otherwise than by a bailiff, on the 
copy retained by the pe erving the same, 4 memorandum that he 
swccepts service thereof on behalf of such defendar 

12. C'rder VIT., Rule 3l Service on poartne Where a default sum 
mon ) . special default summons is issued against partner the 
name of the firm, the summons may be served either upon any one or 
more of the partners, or at the principal place of the partnership busi 
ness within the district Live ourt in the district f which the mimot 
is to be served upon ar person having r appearing to have ai the 
time of service the tr or Management f the busine the al 
subje t to these rule sich service ha x leemed {1 ser ‘ 
the firm so ied vhether uny of the re bers thereol are it 
England and Wales or not, and no leave t« sue a summons against t] 
me un be rs of the firm it of Envland and Wales shall be necessa) 
prov ded that in the t fa co-partnersniy hich has been dissolved 
to the knowledge of the plaintiff before he nencemel f 
action, the summons ill be served upon eve persor thin Fy and 
a ul W les SOI ht to be nade | ible 

13. Order Vil Jiule Sle Ser e whe pera cari m business 
in name the than his ws Where a default summons or a Sper i} 
default summons is issued against a person rrving on business in a 
name or atvle other than his own name in such name or style, the 
summons may be served either upon such pet r at tl principal 
place of busine f h per th tl | ct of the t 
of which the ummMons mm te be served pho ar mm i ha 
appea ing to have it the time 1 ser ‘ e ntrol or mana i { 
the business ther: inal ihiect to these 1 wh « ’ 
deemed good service on the person so sued 

14. Order Vil Rul ald Indorsement tihdavit of serv under 
Rules 31, 3la, to atate in what capacity ser ed Forms 3Aa, 37 2) 
(1) Where a summor is served under either of the two last preceding 
rules, the indorsement or iffidavit of service hall state whether 
person served was served | as a partner, or as the person carryi ‘ 
business, or as a person having or ippearing to have the co ’ 
management of the business, or in both characters 

(2) Such indorsement or affidavit shall be’ according to such one 
the forms in the Appendix as shall be applicable to the case 

15. Order VII., Rule 32. Service on corporation, a Where a 
default summons or a special default summons is issued against a cor 
poration, or against any other defendant or body of defendants men 


tioned in Rule 26 ot this Order it shall be deemed 


to 


suffi 


iently 
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served such corporation or other defendant or body of defendants if 
sel d in accordance with the said rule ; 

16. Order VI1., Rule 33. Default summons ty be served in any 
district By whom ae ee way be effected \ default nmons of 
a special default summons may be served i ny adists hicl 
the defendant may be met with by 

A | ill of a urt; 
or r Py equested on the entry of the plaint under Order \ 
tule 9 
(6) By the plaintiff, or some clerk or servant in his permanent 
ul x employ ; 
By he plaintiff’« solicitor, o : solicitor acting as avent 
for si ~ or, or some person in the employ of either of them, 
some pel employed by either of them to serve the umm 
h ight be so employed to serve a writ in an action in the Hivt 
Tourt 
Provided that if in anv case in which no request has been made 
on the entry of the plaint under Order V., Rule 9, any difficult " 
experienced by the bailiff in effecting service, the summons may by 
eave of the registrar be served in accordance with paragraph (4) or para 
raph of this ruk 
17. Order Vil... Pule 33a Order for liberty to proceed where } 


{ If personal service is effected. the sum 


s costs 
umount 
er tered 
by the 

4) if 


4 


en 


mnot be etlected Form 46 (1) Where per i! ser 








al service ¢ 
annot be effected, and the judge or registrar is satisfied by affid 
that reasonable efforts hav been made to effect service, and either that 
the mons has come to the knowledge of the defendant, or that he 
wilfully evade service of the same, the judge or registrar may rier 
that the plaintiff be at liberty to proceed as if personal service had been 
effected subject to such conditions as he may think fit 
(2) In any ith case the judge or registrar may order that a seal 
py ot the order, with a sealed copy otf the summons and particulars 
funless the judge or registrar is satisfied that the defendant has already 
ved the same shall be ser 1 by the plaintiff on the defendant 
by deliver gy the same to some adult inmate at the usual or last-knowr 
pia f residence or business of the def: ndan or by sendit g the same 
d post iddressed to the de ' wit at his usual or last-} 
place of residence or business, or ad — ti the di fendant at the e , offi e 
tl any tor who al peal by the iffidavit filed or other evidence vive 
n behalf of the plaintiff to be acting for or in communication with the 
lefenda ind the summons shall be deemed t have heen perso 
erved the defendant at the time hen the py isso d livered or at 
the time n the registered letter would ve been delivered in the 
i ry course of post. Provided that a place of business shall not | 
eemed be the place of business of the defendant unless he t! 
ma or ne of the masters thereof 
18. Order VII... Rule 33b Stepa to he take hy healiff to enable pl 
Ft yd leare to proces / 1) Where service is to be effects 
| 7 ff. and pers | service cannot be effected. it shall be the d 
} ht tT I requested by the pla ntiff or his sol tor 
pea ent ’ iu for his ex perme is hereinafter provided, to ¢ 
| 8 m he ecessary to enable the plaintiff 
bert pet eed if pe nal service |} 1 be effected ind t i 
t ler mack such ay 
| F he paid f the expenses of the hich bailiff under 
| he iddition to the fee for service und shall. where the 
in sued f exceeds forty shillings but does not exceed ten pound 
< » shillir ind sixpenvce, and shall, where the amount sued 
xceeds ten pounds, be equal to one-half of the sum w hich may be 
illowed " tor umler item 17 of the scales of costs when sul 
ited service 1s dered 
3) Where any such step is taken, then 


] 


paid may be allowed 
ainst the defendant when judgment is entered, or, if t) 
tered on the summons is paid without judgment being 


an order may be made for the pavment of the said sum 
defendant ; or 


an 


order giving liberty to | d is made, the sum so paid 





he 
ma 
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may be allowed as costs against the defendant, and if so allowed | without prejudice to any application by the defendant under Rule 4/ 
shall be entered on the summons when the order giving liberty to f s Order to be let to defend, or to have the judgment set aside 
proceed is made, but it sha not be l eu vddition to the ! ind o to defend 
item 17 | 4) Subject. to the last preceding paragray in informality or defect 

(4) Where any such step is taken, but persona! set e is not effected | & tice or affidavit of defe e shall not prevent it from being 
and no orden gi ing berty to proceed is made, the sum so pa b shi is epted , 
wot be returnable by the high bailiff, unless the judge of the court « I er I ghed . ol lefence or a duly sworn 
‘ be tile immons issued satisfied, om the appheatio he | affid , . Mi not debar the «et 4 dant trom setting up any 
pluntiff, that the hagh beihff is in default, and orders the same to tx ,; a dine . n in accordance with 
eturned: and in a such case, if the high 1 iff is mot hugh baalhiff x ‘ 
that court, the provisions of Order IL, Rule 29, shiall with the nec ? wo | e 4 lefendant files 
modifications appiy to the p eedings om the pp icatior | 4 fora ; . 58 Form 39 
19. O » Vo Rule 34 Wy Catal alters ’ j | \W ‘ ed { se ‘es a defendant to 
; Ly For 37 Wher Sots Bvimlidescteti » etmaninin): Miele " ad 1 deter the defendant to a 
oon nboois ; I il dl sumn le s a flida of defence, or where in 
mons has been served othe P vab il py o e samme r 
it ! © defend the action, the 
with the dite « t place lt» | | tat iffid } . { day t ind shal! send by 
Ser “we ‘ ' yt t m paper } ! ! b ™ ‘ . 
Gays ihe 's ser wl ze a mie é n : ‘ . a é of the notice of 
py wx _ soa r — - , f ! t he form in. the 
mitted t suit prist 'y } i ‘ 
\ppend 
Where leave t Hee Ie ‘ f lefault ! ns the copy of. the 
Form 4% And hie i ler 1 ul ert | eed as flidavit ‘ read hoe ist pl edu rule vith a notice 
; personal service hiad be flected, the pk ft sh inless t che , rdiny t f the Appendix 
dant delivers a ce affid of defence « miss send by post to t fendant a ti sceording to the form 
Lccorda.na with these rules) after the « pira tiie me mited l \ pend 
che ering such notice or iffid adn : in e or at re mr | la t sub Rule 4 sl be « fixed as to allow 
f entering judgment, del w transmit to ti gistrar the order g . it i es to be sent ‘ javs at least before the day 
berty to proceed, and, where rchit < a bv the le fixed 
affidavit st img that suct ond s TRAV ¢ _ apie t witt | ( thr fe The copy of the notice 
. 2) Order VII Rule Wa Ent) f wlg fon aud ra d | be sent f ff pursuant thi ile shall be made 
lefault summons by letter } n 37a Where default summons o t ef i Tie f the plaintiff, but 
special default. summons bas been entered by post pursuant to Order \ ! pay eb | t for the " iv be allowed 
Rule 12, and the defendant does not delive " an affidea : ' 
defence or an admussi accordanc hese 1 the plaintiff \\ he d 1 *] et t sun fails to deliver 
his sohator the solic } » offic % ma’ | ‘ ‘ had t t dete ‘ re ed by the last 
of attendi: ut the offi f t smit, | post, t the sent the plaintiff pur 
registra to t ru shall be i rar at the mst in the first 
1) ‘Vhe plaant of tl plai i: } { plaintiff shall in ar ‘ nt be entitled 
b) A precips - = ; d . , n pai ble b f the same from the 
he registra t ‘ ‘ lige st r ihe amount ted) ! — » er 
sts for which judigm = tn tee antic 1 and the me Ord Vi] / } id i na ies f payment 
al which the plaintiff a oo Tee ke 65 Where a defenda to a default summons admits his 
\ money orde: the fees payabk ents y , f é the plaintiff's claim he may state in his notice 
e to the regist e | office tee ' , hick f f that he admits the « and offers to pay the same at a time 
the cot is held d be specified in the notice of defence; or he may 
! i n ‘ pT | a ’ Lice defence, sign and deliver to the regis 
' . or herwi within the time limited by these rules for 
; stills , ee Se 1 f def e, an admission with an offer of payment 
‘ —— vd Order 1X., Rule 2 
e fe mi idgment me | 
5 And wil 1 defendant t apecial default summons admits his 
Oo] Com ¢ of the plaintiff's claim he may, instead of deliver 
. wus ! he pra I ' affid ete ! 1 deliver to tl reyistratr by post 
‘ : aH be entered agai er wise t the time limited by these rulea for de ivering an 
belore ertu aurimg co ur hd le ‘ in ad I with n offer of pa ent im accord 
pect « suxe the determinut Order IX., Ru 
t , =m ¢ append \\ re lefendant ft lefault special default 
»V \ ith f f / dn b part y of the plaintiff's claim he 
t to a defau immons debivers « notice or affidavit of defence offer therein to 
‘ } he ls to defend the actior l tted’ t it e or by instalments to be spec ified 
‘ Ls defence he has a set-off « é id t f or he mav when delivering his 
counte um which ‘he ds to set up } } at he facts ow wl flida leliver therewith an admission with an 
he relies in support thereof: and wher ' , et-off or countet f payment lay vith Order IX., Rule 2 
ciamm goes Only part otf e plaintiff m | hea tate wheat pa \ a, Id evhere / sion of whole claim delicered Forma 
tf the plaintiff's claum is admitted » } 40, 4] Where a defendant to default summons 
2) Where a defend 1 special d : summons delivers lelivers a1 f def e admitting the whole of the plaintiff's claim 
attiche of e. the te the n that he intends to defend the | or an admiss f the whole of the plaintiff's claim instead of deliver 
act and thas a good defence on the met 1 shal) state shortly | 1 a noti f defences r a defendant to a special default summons 
the grounds of his defence; or if he set r counterclaim whic de'ivers an admiss f ‘ ! if the plaintiff's claim instead of 
he intends to set up he si oP ania ’ - date dhortly thx leliveri: un affida f defenci registrar shall fix a day when the 
grounds of euch set-off or counterclaim ! ‘ H tate whether his | actior | be disposed of, and shall send by post to the plaintiff a 
Geter aet-oll « — im mote to the wi » part of + | notice the day so fixed rding to one or other of the forms in the 
li 30 to whet Pp he p ffs m. « iw nert Gf an, } apper i t tres t La MIss10! cording to the form in the 
plaintiff's claim fmuitted nd the d les , or te } append 1 sl send by post to the defendant a notice ol the day 
registrar with suc flicla v it py ther r the us plaintiff fixed a to the form in the appendix nd further notice 
3 ' | e form in t ppendix Ihe day for disposing of the 
(5) Where a defendar t default s deliver t notice ! sll he ao { d aa t le the tices to be sent «ix clear days 
a ES ms gy. an ' me r with tat " et vag h t bef the day so ed 
re BA diete i iter ! deftendar } 
special default summons de ffida Nae 4) Notices f trial where t only of clain dmitted Fors 66 
duly sworn, or which doe 1 ts Tk rounds of defence, set-off or f m 4) Where a defendant i default summons or a ape il default 
counterclaim, the rewistr shall ret » the ; or fidavit of defence i delive i notice flidavit of defence admittin part only 
t the defendant hy post th «a notice re AT) him to amend the ? plaintill laim, « dmission of part ony the plaintiff's 
notice of defence by addi a3 ture tatir the facts ' 1 ‘ thre i tra ha I l Por the ,wial f the act nou accord 
he soli ee to smnand the afidavi 0 Rial S 3 ‘ " Pea $5 with Rule 34 f tl Order, and shall send by | t to the plaintiff 
same or stat g hi and fd hing " 1 if e notice t la not u rding to the form in the Appendix, 
ee Dies hn lek cella Ses : KemaKine ol ce the “inte: al | 1 by post to t defendant with the not of tmal a notice 
of the summons, inclusive of t d of service, return to the regists . Hl to the form in the appendix 
by post or otherwise, the notice or affidavit of defence duly amended )) Adm aft notice or affidavit of defence dalivered.}—Where 
he shall be liab'e to have jadgment entered against him in the same lefendant to a default summons delivers a notice of defence without 
manner as if he had failed to deliver any notice or affidavit of defence imitting any part of the plaintiff's claim, or the defendant to a special 
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default summons delivers an affidavit of defence to the whole of the 


* plaintiff's claim, such defendant may deliver an admission of the whole 


or part of the plaintiff's claim at any time before the action is ca!led 
on, subject however to an order by the court for payment by the 
defendant of any costs properly incurred by the plaintiff in consequence 
of the admission not having been delivered as hereinbefore required ; 
and in any such case the registrar shall, if the admission is filed in time 
to permit of his so doing, send notice thereof to the plaintiff in accord 
ance with this rule 


(6) Application of Order 1X., Rule 2, to admissions.}—Where an 
admission is delivered in accordance with this rule the provisions of 


Order IX., Rule 2, shall apply 
24. Order Vil hiule JAe Where several defendanta J Where there 


ire two or more defendants, if any defendant delivers a notice or 
iffidavit of defence or an admission in accordance with these rules, and 
any other defendant fai's so to do, the plaintiff may have judgment 


entered against such other defendant, and may issue execution on such 


judgment without prejudi e to his right to proceed with the action 
against any defendant } lelivers such notice, affidavit, or admis 
sion; and as regard& ar such last mentioned defendant, the action 
shall proceed in accordance with these rules 

25. Order V1il., Rule AAs Where defendant n glecta to deliver notice 
or affidavit of defence }— Where any defendant neglects to deliver a 


notice or affidavit of defence within the time limited by these rules, 
the court may, at any time before judgment is entered, on an affidavit 
disclosing a defence on the merits and satisfactorily explaining his 
neglect, let in the defendant to defend upon such terms as the court 
may think just. In any such case the registrar shal! send to the plaintiff 
a copy of the affidavit, and shall send to the parties notice of the day 
fixed for the trial in accordance with these rules 


(2) After judgment in default of de'ivery of a notice or affidavit of 
defence, the judge may in special circumstances, on application made 
on notice to the plaintiff and on an affidavit disclosing a defence on the 
merits and satisfactorily explaining the defendant's neglect, set aside 
the judgment and let in the defendant to defend upon such terms as 
the judge may think just In any such case the defendant may apply 
to the registrar to stay or set aside execution pending the hearing of 
the application to the judge, and the régistrar may stay or set aside 
the same accordingly, upon such terms as to payment into court, giving 
security, or otherwise, as he may think just. Lf the defendant is let in 
to defend the registrar shall send to the parties notice of the day fixed 
for the trial in accordance with these rules 


26. Order Vil... Bule 35 When default summons to be atruck out } 
Where a default summons or a special default summons has not been 
returned to the reyistrar within twelve months from the date of its issue, 
it shall be struck out of the plaint book, unless the time for its service 
has been extended 


27. Order Vii Rule 36 Limitation of time for signing judqment | 

Where after service of a default summons or a special default summons 
has been effected on any defendant, and no notice or affidavit of defence 
has been delivered, and the defendant has not been let in to defend, and 
two months have expired from the date of service, or, where an ordet 
has been made giving liberty to proceed as if personal service has been 
effected, from the date of service of the ordet judgment shall not be 
entered against such defendant, and the action shall be struck out 
against him, notwithstanding anything contained in Order LIV.., 


Rule 12 


28. Order V1il hiule 37 
4ummonea in time to prevent operation of atatutes of limitationa 
Where a default summons or a special defau't summons has been served 
in due time to prevent the operation of a statute of limitations, and 
either party dies after the service and after the lapse of the period 
within which it is provided by the statute that an action may be 
brought, proceedings may be taken by or against the surviving varty, 
or by or against the personal representative of the deceased party, 
within one year from the day of service of the summons 

29. Order Vil., Rule 38. Exchange of default for ordinary 
summons.|—A default summons or a special default summons may, at 
the request of the plaintiff, be exchanged without fee for an ordinary 
summons upon the summons bein? filed in court within twelve months 
of its issue 

BD. Order VI1., Rule 39 {pplication of rules and forma referring to 
default summonses to special default summonses. | Subject to the special 
provisions of this Order, any of the rules or forms referring to default 
Bummonses shall be read ind construed as applying also to special 


Where either party diea after aervice of 


default summonses under these rules, and as if the words “‘ or a special 
default summons" were inserted therein after the words “ default 
summons 
Nubstituted Service 
Order VII., Rules 39 and 40, are hereby annulled, and the following 
ru'e shall stand in lieu of Rule 40, viz 


31. Order Vil., Rule 40 Substituted service, and notice in lieu of 
aervice Forma 43, 44 45. | Where by reason of the absence of any 
party, or from any other sufficient cause, the service of any summons 
(other than a default or special default summons or judgment summons), 
petition, notice, proceeding, or document cannot be made, the court 
may, upon an affidavit shewing grounds, make such order for substi- 





tuted or other service, or for the substitution for service of notice by 
advertisement or otherwise, as may be just 


ORDER IX 


DISCONTINUANCE, CONFESSION, ADMISSION AND PAYMENT INTO AND OUI 
or Court 

Order LX., Rules 2 to 4, and Forms 65 to 70,'are hereby annulled, and 
the following rules and the forms im the appendix shal! stand in heu 
thereof, viz 

32. Order IX., Bule 2. (1) Admissions under 9 & 10 Geo. 5, 73 

5 (2). Form 65.)—A defendant to an ordinary summons who admits 
his hability for the whole or part of any claim, but desires the decision 
of the court as to the time and mode of payment thereof, may sign an 
admission according to the form in the appendix, stating therein that 
he offers to pay the amount admitted within a time or by instalments 
to be specitied in the admassion. 

(2) ‘The admission shall be signed by the defendant or his solicitor, 
unt shall be delivered to the registrar five clear days at least before 
the return day: Provided that if the admission is not so delivered it 
may ibe delovered at any time before or when the action is called on, 
subject however to am order by the court for payment by the defendant 
of any costs property incurred by the plaintiff in consequence of the 
admission not having been delivered as hereinbefore required, 

(5) ‘The registrar shall, within twenty-four hours after the receipt of 
the admission (if it is delivered in time to permit of his so doing), send 
notice thereof to the plaintiff according to the form im the appendix 
Form 66]; and if notice of the admission is sent to the plaintiff more 
than ten days ‘before the return day the registrar shall fix in the notice 
a day earlier than the return day on which the plaintiff may, if he 
accepts the amount admitted in satisfaction of his clam and the offer 
of peyment made by the defendant, apply to the registrar to enter judg 
ment. Such earher day shall be so fixed as to allow the plaintiff to 
give to the defendant in his notice of acceptance not less than five clear 
days’ notice of has intention so to apply. 

1) If the plaintiff elects to accept the amount admitted in satisfaction 
of ms claim, and to accept the offer of payment made by the defendant, 
he shall send motice of acceptance to the registrar and to the defendant 
according to the form in the appendix (Form 67 (1)) within such reason 
able time before the return day as the filimg of the admission by the 
deferdant may permit; or where the admissiom has not been delivered 
in time to permat such notice to be given, he may attend on the return 
day and accept the admission without giving such motice. Where the 
registrar has fixed «a day earher than the returm day on which the 
plaintiff may apply to him to enter judgment, the plaintiff shall in his 
notice of acceptance give tire defendant not less than five clear days’ 
notice of this intention to apply om the day so fixed. 

(5) ln any such case of acceptance the registrar may, on the return 
day, or on the earher day so named, on payment of the fee for entering 
judgment, and whether the parties or either of them attend or not, enter 
judgment for the amount admitted, and for a sum in respect of the 
court fees and custs (if any) entered on the summons proportionate to 
the amount admitted, and the costs (if any) of the notice of acceptance 
and of entering judgment; and payment shall be ordered to be made 
in accordance wath the offer of the defendant 

6) If the plaintiff intends to apply for any further costs properly 
incurred ‘by him before the receipt of notice of the admission, he shall 
give notice of his intention in his notice of acceptance according to the 
form in the appendix (Form 67 (1))], and shall attend on the return day 
or the etrler day named in his notice of acceptance and apply for the 
same accordingly ; or where the admissiom has not been filed in time to 
permit such notice to be given, he may attend on the return day and 
apply for such costs without giving such notice ; and the registrar may, 
in hes dascretion, allow eny such costs, imcluding, if the registrar on 
consideration of the facts of the case so orders, any of the items which 
might have beem allowed by order of the judge at the trial. 

(7) Lf the plaintaff elects to accept the amount admitted in satisfaction 
of ms c'aim, but objects to the mode of payment offered by the defen- 
dant, he shall send notice of such acceptance and objectiom to the regis 
trar and the defendant according to the form in the appendix (Form 
67 (2)) within such reasonable time before the return day as the delivery 
of the admission ‘by the defendant may permit : or where the admission 
hies not been delivered in time to permit such notice to be given, he may 
attend om the return day and raise such objection. 

4) In any such case the registrar may on the returm day getile the 
amount of court fees and costs to be paid by the defendant and decide 
any question as to the time and mode of payment of the amount admitted 
and of such fees and costs, and may enter judgment accordingly. 

Y) The plamtiff may im any such case apply for further costs in 
aceordance with paragraph 6 of this rule, and that paragraph shall apply 
accordingly 


(10) If the piaintiff objects to accept the amount admitted by the 
defendant and the offer of the payment, in satisfaction of his claim, or 
objects to accept the amount admitted in satisfaction of this claim unless 
the same is ordered to be paid at such time or by such instalments as 
the phuntaff is willing to accept, he shall send notice of his objection to 
the registrar and to the defendant according to the form in, the appendix 
Form 67 (5)j within such reasonable time before the return dey as the 
delivery of the admission by the defendant may permit ; or where the 
admission hes not been filed in time to permit such nutice to be given, 
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te attend on the return dey and raise such objecuon: and um any 
such case the action shall proceed. 

(11) Lf the piaintift gives mo such notice of or objection as 
in this rule mentioned, the action shail ; but the plaintiff may 
give any such notice at any tame before the return day, or attend on 
the return day and wppby as if such notice bad been given ; and in any 
such Case the actuon shall pro eed and be dealt with as if such notice 
had been given, subject to en order for payment by the plaintiff of any 
costs reasonably uncurred by the defendant since the delivery of the 
admassion which may be allowed by the court. 

(12) In any case the plaintiff shall not, unless the court otherwise 
orders,,be entitled to amy costs incurred after the receipt of notice of 
the adims-1on in redataon to the proof of the amount admitted. 


33. Order IX., Rule 3. Admission by letter addressed to court 
Where a defendant does not avpear on the return day, and has not 
signed an admission in accordance with the last preceding rule, the court 
may eccept as an admission of the claim or any part thereof any letter 
addressed to the court and purporting to be written by or on behalf of 
the defendant, 1f the cour? is satisfied that such letter was in fact written 
by or iby the authority of the defendant ; and a note of such letter having 
been accepted as an admission shall be entered in the minute book. 


34. Order 1X., Rule 4. Agreement as to amount of debt and terms of 
payment under 9 & 10 Geo. 5, ¢. 73, «. 5 (3 Form 68.}—1) If the 
plaintiff and the defendant in any action can agree as to the amount pay 
able im respect of the claim and the terms and conditions upon which 
he amount is to be paid, they may sign an agreement according to the 
form in the appendix and file the same. 

(2) The parties to any such agreement may also agree as to the 
amounts of the court fees and costs to be paid by the defendant, subject 
to the approval of the registrar, and such amounts shall ‘be stated sepa 
rately in the agreement. 

(3) On any such agreement: being filed the registrar may, on payment 
of the fee for entering judgment, enter judgment for the amount agreed 
upon and the court fees and costs agreed upon and approved, and order 
payment of the same wpon the terms and conditions mentioned in the 
agreement, or if the amounts of tie court fees and costs have not been 
agreed upon and approved, may enter judgment for the amount agreed 
upon and the court fees and costs properly incurred by the plaintiff in 
relation to that amovnt, and order payment of the same on the terms 
and conditions mentioned in the agreement 


35. Order IX. Rule 5a.\—Order IX.. Rule 5, from “ 


may 


in ‘the presence ” 


to “‘of a solicitor,” and fron: “and the signature’ to “clerk to a 
registrar,’’ the words “signed in the presence of,’’ and the note in 
italics to Form 71, and Form 72, are hereby annu!'led 


Order IX., Rale 15, is hereby annulled, and the following rule shal! 
stand in lieu thereof, viz. 

3%. Order TX., Rule 15 Where paym nt made with or after notice or 
afidavit of defence to default or special default summons.\—Where a 
notice of defence to a default summons or an affidavit of defence to a 
special default summons has been delivered, end the defendant before 
notice of the day fixed for the trial has been sent to the plaintiff pays 
inte court the amount or a portion of the emount claimed, together with 
a sum in respet of the court fees and solicitor’s costs (if any) entered on 
the summons proportionate to the amount paid in in respect of the 
claim, he shall rot be liable to any further costa if the plaintiff accepts 
the money paid in in satisfaction of his claim. Where payment into 
court is made after notice of trial has been so sent, the provisions of 
Rule 13 of this Order shall apply. 

Orpver X. 

37. Order X., how entitled.|—The titie “ Special Defences’ to Order 
X. is hereby annulled, and such Order shall be entitled Defence and 
Counterclaim. 

The following Rules shall stand as Order X., Rules Ga and 9%, viz. : 

38. Order X., Rule Ga. When plaintiff may require particulars of 
dafence, 9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 73, #, 24 (2) (4).J—(1) In any action where the 
debt demand or damage claimed exceeds the sum of twenty pounds the 
plaintiff may at any tame not less than seven clear days (or where the 
claim exceeds the sum of fifty pounds, twelve clear days) before the 
return day give notice to any defendant that he requires him to state in 
writing the nature of his defence, if any, to the action, and thereupon the 
defendant shall withir four clear days from the service of such notice 
file a concise statement of his grounds of defence, if any, and shall within 
the same time deliver to ‘the plaintiff a copy thereof. 

(2) Where the defendant intends to rely on any ground of defence men 
tioned in the succeeding rales of this Order, his statement shall be in 
accordance with ‘the rules applicable thereto. 

(5) If the defendant fails to comply with such notice, or complies there 
with insufficiently, the court may before the trial, if satisfied that the 
plaintiff is thereby prejudiced, order the defendant to file and deliver 
such statement, and may, if necessary, adjourn the action, and may make 
such order as to costs as the court may think fit 

(4) The provisions of this rule shall with the necessary modifications 
apply to a counterclaim where the debt “demand or damages claimed 
thereby exceeds the sum of twenty pounds, and to the defence thereto 

39. Order X., Rule 9b.—({1) Obligation to state defence, de.. 
ance with rules not affected.|\—Nothing in the preceding rule shall affect 
any obligation imposed by «hese rules an a defendant to a claim or 
counterclaim as to stating within the time limited by these rules the 


in accord 


nature of his defence, set-off unterclaim im his notice or affidavit of 


defence or otherwise. . 
2. Defendant not required to state defence, cbe., twice.)—Provided 
that where any defendant to a claim or counterclaim has stated the 
nature of his defence, set-off or counterclamm in any such manner aa in 
these rules provided he sha not be required to state such defence, ae 
ff ar counterclhaumn again m aby other such manner 
The proviso to Order X., Rule 10, is hereby annulled, and the following 
2ule shall stand as Order X., Rule 10a, viz 
40. Order X Rule 10a Where lefendant fail ho give noticé of 
Where a defendam who m required by 


lefence, set-off or counterclaim 

ese rules to state his grounds of defence set-off, or counterclaim, 
vhether in his notice or affidavit of defence or under any of the rules of 
this Order. desires at the trial to avail himseM of any ground of defence, 
set-off or counter mm which he is omitted so to state, and the plaintiff 
does not aonsem to permit the defendant to avai himaelf thereof, the 


judge may. on euch terme as he may think fh 


the defendant to file a notice containing a concise statement oT 
and to deliver a copy 


adjourn the trial to 
enauie 
such grounds of defence, set-off or counterciam 
thereof to the plaintiff 
ORDER XI 
Cram For Conrrisvution On INDEMNITY 
41. Order XI., Rule 1, 
following paragraph shal] stand in heu thereof, viz 
2) Order X1., Rule 1 (2 Where action commenced by default sum- 
mons.)—Where the origina’ action has been commenced by default sum 
mons or special default summons, the defendant shall not be entitled 
) serve a notice under this rule before he delivers a notice or an affidavit 
f defence, as the case may be, or is let in to defend; and where after a 
I ice or affidavit of defence has been delivered, or the defendant is let in 
to defend. the defendant files a notice under this rule, the registrar shall 
notice seal and deliver to the defendant a duplicate 
m which the action will be tried, and the de 


paragraph 2, is hereby annulled, and the 


the filing of suc 
the notice of the day 
fendant sha'l serve the same with the notice of his claim 


[To be contin ued, | 


Board of Trade Order. 
THE HAY AND STRAW ORDHR No. 4, 1918, REVOCATION 
ORIDPR, 1920 

The Board of Trade, in exercise of the powers conferred upon them 
by Regulation 2 F and 2 us of the Defencé of the Realm Regulations and 
f ther powers them hereunto en ibling, hereby order as follows 

I. The Hay and Straw Order No. 4, 1918, made by the Board of Trade 
on 19th November, 1918 (Statutory Rules and Orders, 1918, No. 1508) is 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W, 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Poms No.: PARK ONE (40 Linus). TEeLuonams; “WHITELEY LONDON,” 
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hereby revoked without prejudice to any matter or thing done or suffered 
or proceedings instituted or penalty incurred thereunder. 

2. This Order may ibe ted as the ‘Hay and Straw Order No. 4, 1918, 
Revocation Order, 1920. 


25th March ( Clacette, 26th March 


Ministry of Health Order. 


The Ministry of Health has drawn up a model form of agreement for 
the purchase by local authorities of houses suitable for the working 
classes. The model provides for the completion of the houses by a date or 
dates to be specified, and provision is mide for the payment of a bonus 
for completion before the stipulated time. It also provides for adjust 
ment on the event of any increase of wages during the currency of the 
contract, and there is a 1 
determine the « 
houses 


which enables the builder to 
ontract after the completion of a specified number of the 


bretk clause, 


Societies. 


Selden Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING 


The annual meeting of the Selden Society was held in the Council 
Room, Lincoln's Inn Ha'l, on Friday, the 19th ult. Lord Sumner 
(President) took the chair, and among those present were Lord Justice 
Warrington, Sir Matthew Ingle Joyce, P.C., Sir Frederick Polleck, 
P.0., K.C., Professor W. C. Bolland, Mr. Hermann Cohen, Mr. R. W 
Cracroft, Mr. A. Harnett, Mr. Gilbert Hurst, Mr. R. F. Norton, Mr 
C P. Sanger, Mr. Arthur Underhill, Mr. J. E. W. Rider. and Mr. H 
Stuart Moore (Secretary) 

The report stated that the number of members in 1918 was 339. Not 
withstanding losses by death and resignations, the number was now 
360. The publication for the year 1919 was 


Council, 1242-1482,"’ edited by Professor Baldwin (Vol. 35), and this 


The Council has arranged that the publication for the present year 
should be a volume of The Year Books of 6th Edward II., edited by 
Mr. W. C. Bolland. The volume for next year was well in hand. He 
referred with pleasure to the fact mentioned in.the report of the 
donation of £1,000, which he hoped, as the donor had suggested, would 


| be the means of inducing others interested in the study of the history 


of Eng'ish Law to add to the fund. 

Lord Justice Warrington was elected a vice-president of the society, 
and Sir Matthew Ingle Joyce, Mr. W. C. Bolland, Professor Courtney 
Kenny, Mr. R. F. Norton, K.C., and Mr. T. Cyprian Williams were 
elected to the Council. The Hon. M. M. Macnaghten, K.C., was 
appointed an auditor, owing to the nomination of Mr. Norton to the 
Council, : 

The rules were altered to permit the Counci! to nominate to serve 
for three years on the Council a representative from each of the Inns of 
Court and the Law Society, and five persons not domiciled in the 
United Kingdom. 





Mandates for German Possessions. 


In the House of Commons recently, Mr. Lloyd George, replying 
to Lord R. Cecil, said : Under Article 22 of the Treaty of Versailles 
the following allocation of mandates wes decided upon by the Supreme 
Council in Paris last summer :—German East Africa—Great Brita and 
Belgium ; German South-West Aifrica—the Umon of South Africa ; 
German possessions in Pacific south of Equator, other then Samoa and 
Neuru-——the Commonwealth of Australia; Neuru—the British Empire ; 


| Samoa—the Dominion of New Zealand; German islands north of the 


Se'ect Cases before the 


had been issued to the members. The next publication would be a | 


volume of the ‘‘ Year Books of Edward II.’’ (Vol. 18), edited by My 
W. C. Bolland. A volume of Year Books of Edward II.,”’ edited 
by Sir Paul Vinogradoff, was in the press. Provisional arrangements 
had been made for the further publications, viz., other volumes of the 


* Year Books of Edward I1."’; a volume of ‘‘ Select Ecclesiastical 
Pleas,” by Professor Harold D. Hazeltine and Mr. Hilary Jenkinson: 
an edition of the ‘ Liber Pauperum”’ of Vacarius, by Professor de 
Zulueta; a second volume of “ Public Works in Mediaeval Law,”’ by 
Mr. Cyril Flower; and a volume of “Select Entries from the 


Exchequer of Pleas,” by Mr. Hilary Jenkinson. The Council recorded 
with regret the death during the year of the vice president, Mr. G 
Boydell Houghton, K.C., and the death of Sir Charles Chadwyck 
Healy, Bart., K.C., B.C., a former vice president of the society The 
Counci' had nominated as vice-president Lord Justice Warrington, who 
had kindly consented to serve. Under the ru'es, the following members 
of the Council retired ; Mr. W. C. Bolland, Mr. H. Farrer, Professor 
Courtney Kenny, Sir Matthew Ingle Joyce, and Mr. T. Cyprian 
Wil'iams. No nominations having been received, the Council nominated 
Mr. W. C. Bolland, Prof. Courtney Kenny, Sir Matthew Ingle Joyce 
Mr. F. Norton, K.C., and Mr.gT. Cyprian Williams for election to 
the Council. To fill the casual vacancy caused by the nomination of 
Lord Justice Warrington, the Council had nominated Mr. A. E 
Western. Owing to the great cost of printing, the Council had felt 
compel'ed to send out an appeal for donations and to ask members to 
increase voluntarily their annual subscriptions. The Council had the 
pleasure to announce a gift of £1,000 to start an endowment fund. The 
generous donor hoped that his gift might be the means of inducing 
others interested in the study of the history of English law to add to 
this fund, and thereby provide the society with an income which would 
enable it to engage the whole-time service of an editor for the prepara 
tion of the Year Book series. At present, the remuneration which the 
society was able to offer was not sufficient to induce a real'y competent 
person to devote his whole time to it. A suitable person for this diffi 
cult work was not always obtainable, though at present there was one 
whom the Council could engage if the necessary funds were forth 
coming. Now that so many of the members were not resident in the 
United Kingdom, the Council thought that their interests shou'd be re 
presented on the Council, and that the Inns of Court and the Law 
Society, who generously subscribed to the cost of the Year Book series 
should also be represented. Accordingly a resolution would be brought 
forward at the annual meeting for an alteration of the rules to that 
effect. The expenditure during the year had exceeded the income. If 
the practice of the society of publishing one volume at least every 
year was to be maintained a considerable increase of membership would 
9 required, or the volume would have to be materia'ly reduced in 
81zZe The Council hoped that members would co-operate with them 
to render this unnecessary, when, as at present, there was so much 
material awaiting publication 

The CHatRMAN moved the adoption of the report. He said that the 
membership of the society was most encouraging, being the greatest 
in its history ; but, still, with the cost of printing at its present height 
it was important that the membership should be inereased, and he 
hoped members would endeavour to enlist the interest of those who 
were interested in the 'aw, in order to induce them to become members 





Equator—Japan. The instruments defining the terms of these mandates 
are under the consideration of the Supreme Council. 

Major Ormsby-Gore : Will the right hon. gentleman say why he has 
made no reference to Togoland and the Cameroons in his reply? Are 
they not yet allocated? Mr. Lloyd George: They are allocated, but 
the boundaries have not yet been defined. As far as Togoland is con 
cerned, I think there is a division between Great Britain and France 
Lord R. Cecil: And part of the Cameroons also? Mr. Lloyd Gegrge 


assented. 








New Peers Since 1880. 


A return of all the peerages created during the tenure of each 
Government from 1880 to the present time-was given in a White Paper 
issued on 27th ult. The total is 433, including five Royal peers. Begin 
ning with the close of Lord Beaconsheld’s Administration (1st January 
1880, to 28th April of the same year) the number of peers created was 
fourteen. The various Administrations following were as follows, the 
number of peers being given in parenthesis :— 

Mr. Gladstone, April, 1880, to June, 1885 (34). 

Lord Salisbury, June, 1885, to February, 1886 (24). 

Lord Salisbury, August, 1886, to August, 1892 (50). 

Mr. Gladstone, August, 1892, to March, 1894 (9). 

Lord Rosebery, March, 1894, to July, 1895 (12). 

Lord Salisbury, July, 1£95, to Jusy, 1902 (61). 

Mr. Balfour, Juiy, 1902, to December, 1905 (25). 

Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, December, 1905, to April, 1908 (21) 

Mr. Asquith, April, 1908, to May, 1915 (82). 

Mr. Asquith, May, 1915, to December, 1916 (24). 

Mr. Lloyd George, December, 1916, onwards (77). 


‘ 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Wittram Grorce Veare, AuFrep Rocers Forp, Wititam Jonny 
Haroip Witiway and Epwarp Wittiam Wopernovse VEAL, solicitors 
(Veale, Ford, Willway & Veale), 1, Clare-street, Bristol. February 28 
So far as regards the said Alfred Rogers Ford and William John Harold 
Willway. ‘he said Willmam George Veale and Edward William Wode- 
house Veale carry on the practice at 14, Orchard-street, Bristol. 

(Gazette, March 





Removals. 


Messrs. WILLIAMSON, Hitt & Co., owing to the expiration of the 
lease of their offices, 13, Shierborne-lane, E.C. 4, after forty-five years’ 
occupation, have been compelled to move to No. 20, Red Lion-square 
W.C. 1. Their telegraphic address will be Upright, Westcent, London. 

Messrs. Royp, Wiiitamson & Fox heave removed from 13, Sherborne 
lane, E.C. 4, to 20, Red Lion-square, Wc, 1. 





General. 


Mr. H. W. Grimes, a Gloucester solicitor and a former City High 
Sheriff, died last Saturday night from pneumonia. He was an old 


Gloucester footballer and was secretary of the Gloucestershire Golf Union. 


Mr. Gordon Wordsworth, grandson of the poet, has presented to the 
Fitzwilliam Museumn, Cambridge, the Court suit of plum-coloured cloth 
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that belonged to Samuel Rogers, by whom it was lent to both Words 
worth and Tennyson when they went to Court on their appointment to 
thé Laureateship. The suit was bequeathed by Rogers, who dechned the 
Laureateship im 1850, to William Wordsworth, the father of the donor 
A copy of Agostino Isola’s “ Pieces Selected from the Italian Poets” 
(Cambridge, 1784), containing five autograph translations by Words 
worth, who came up to St. John’s College in 1787, accompanies the guft 

The varying incidence of supply and demand, says the Times of th 
March, under “ City Notes,”’ is causing some strange discrepancies in 
quotations for investment securities. One that is worth pointing out 
trustees is the relative cheapness of New South Wales Five-and-Three 
Quarter per Cent. stock—or, if one-prefers it, the relative dearness of 
Western Australia Five-and-Three-Quarter per Cents. The latter, 
redeemable between 1530 and 1940, are quoted at 99—a price that is ex 
the March dividend. New South Wales Five-and-Three-Quarter per 
Cents., which are redeemable at an earlier period—namely, between 1922 
and 1932—are quoted at 96, which is cum the dividend due on May 1 

The acceptance, says the Daily News, by Senator Root of a position on 
the Advisory Committee of the League of Nations, which is to set up a 
Court of International Justice, wil add greatly to ite weight. Elihu 
Root has an almost unique experience of international law. He is an ex 
Secretary of State, President of the American Society of International 
waw, and a member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration at The 
Hague. He was senior counsel for the United States in the North 
Atlantic Fishery Arbitration in 1910, and a member of the famous 
Alaskan Boundary Tribunal. His wide experience will be invaluable to 
the committee, on which Lord Phillimore wil! represent Great Britain 

Mr. Rawlinson has asked the Prime Minister to state the exact sums 
paid by way of contributions to the League of Nations by Great Britain 
and by each of the other countries respectively proposing to join the 
League; to what centre have such sums been paid, and by whom the 
amounts of the salaries paid to the officials of the League are determined 
Mr. Bonar Law writes in reply :—I understand that the Council of the 
League will shortly consider a Budget, after which I hope to be able to 
give the information desired. A contribution of £24,000 up to 3lst 
March, 1920, has been made by His Majesty's Government on a pro 
visioral estimate. 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED rN CHANCERY. 
Frivay, March 19 


Horie & Jackson, Lrp. (IN Vouiuntary Liquipation.)—Creditors are required, on 
or before April 14, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Harold Hague, liquidator, c/o Hoyle & Jackson. Ltd 
Waterloo«t., Oldham. t , 

CHORLTON-cUM-HaRpy PrictcrepRomr, Lrp.—(reditors are 
April 17, to send their names and addresses, and the 
or claims, to Josiah Greenhalgh, liquidator, c/o 
drome, Ltd., Willow Benk, Acre-lane Ok ham 

H. 8. Witicocks & Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Apr 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
to Harry Ewart Evans, 3, York«t., Manchester, liquidator 

J. Gerrarp & Sons, Lrp reditors are required, on or before April 12 to sn 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts cr elaime. t 
John Groves Bradburn (Harper Pilling & Co.), 25, Acresfield, Bolton, liquidator 


London Gazette 


) 


required, on or befor 
particulars of their debts 
Chorlton-cum-Hardy Picture 


1 21, ¢ 
" 
a 


W.O.P.8. Home Mave Jams, Lrp. (1s Votentary Ligvipation.)—(Creditors er 
required, on or before April 10, to cend their namee and addresses, and the 
particulars of their claims, to E. T. Gra ager, 3, Dock-chmbrs., Bute-st., Cardiff 
liquidator 

Cosmos Consottpaten. Ltp Creditors are required, on or before April 7, to sen 


in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Sir 


Arthur Francie Whinney, K.B.E., 49, Fredericks-pl.. Old Jewry, liqwidator 
Steuart, Torrey & Hunt, Lrp IN LIQUIDATION Creditors are required, on or 
before March 22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 


their debts or claims, to Longhurst & Tidy. 65, 
liquidators. 5 

OLIve Speinnine Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t 
Fred Goulding Schofield, liquidator, ¢/o Oli e Spinning Co., LAtd., 16, Clegg-st 
Oldham 

St. Exmins Hortt, Ltp-—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
Francis William Jex Jackeon, 58, Coleman-st., liquidator 

Josrrn Jouxson & Co. (Botton), Lrn.—Oreditors ar required, on or before 
April 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
and claims, to John Groves Bradburn, liquidator, ¢/o Josepn Johnson & Co 
(Bolton), Ltd., Deane Shed, Bolton 

Sovra Carcastan Syvpicate, Lrp. (IN Vorrwrary Liervipation.)—Creditore are 
tequired, on or before April 30, to send their names and addresses, and the 
ea naan of their debts or claims, to Lewis J. Yeoman, 2, C pthall-ay 
iquidator 


Wellington-st., Woolwich 


London Gazette.—Tvrspar, March 23 


E.per Mitt, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 17, to send t 
hames and addrecees, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to John Wild 
27, Queen-st., Okdham, liquidator 

Crescent Morvat, Taxt-Cas Co, Ltp.4—Crediters are required, on or before April 5 
to send in their names and addresses. and the perticulars of their debts or 
claims, to Henry Thomas Woecdard, 19. Valetta-rd Acton, liquidator 

Hinpitry Twist Co., Lrp.—Crediters are -required, on or before April 13. to eend 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts er « ms, ¢ 
Ohatles Frederic Stead, liquidator, c/o Hindley Twist Co., Ltd.. Worthington 
Mill, Hindley, near Wigan. : 


London Gazette.—Frivay, March % 

Woxtne Prattc Hatt Co., Lav.—Creditors are required, on or before April 17, to 
send in their names and addresses. and particulars of their debts or claims. te 
Henry Alfred Whitburn, The Broadway, Woking, Surrey, liquidator 

Hamrogatre Cextrat Arcane Co., Lrp. (Is Vouestarny Lierrpation).—Creditors ar 
required, on or before April 14, to send in their names and addresses and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Charlee Henry Day, 1, Prince-sq., Harro 





AMUN AL 


THE HOSPITAL 
FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


Great Ormond Street, 
London, W.C. 1. 


President: 
His Royal Highness THE PRINCE OF 


Arthur Lucas. 


WALES. 


Chairman ; Sir 


The Committee of Management appeal most 
earnestly to all parents and lovers of children to 
come to the assistance of the Hospital—for the 
Mother of Children’s Hospitals is poverty-stricken. 


FOR 68 YEARS THIS HOSPITAL HAS 
CARRIED ON ITS NATIONAL AND 
BENEFICENT WORK OF CARING FOR 
SICK AND SUFFERING CHILDREN. 


For 68 years the Committee of Management 
have believed in and encouraged THE VOLUN- 
TARY HOSPITAL SYSTEM OF THE 
“EVER-OPEN-DOOR” TO ALL SICK 
CHILDREN of the poorer classes, but the day 
has come when they are threatened with bankruptey, 
and the fear that the work will have to be curtailed 
within the assured income of the Hospital at atime 
when the demands upon it are more imperative and its 
usefulness is greater than ever before 


£15,000 HAS TO BE RAISED IMME- 
DIATELY TO MEET THE INCREASING 
NEEDS OF THE HOSPITAL, AND IF 
THIS SUM.IS NOT FORTHCOMING, A 
PART, OR THE WHOLE, OF THE HOS- 
PITAL WILL HAVE TO BE CLOSED. 


The Committee hope that the generous readers of 
the “Solicitors’ Journal” will help to maintain 
the Voluntary System of the Hospital 

and its Humane Work, 


THE CHILDREN or tae NATION 
LOOK TO YOU FOR HELP. 


New Annual Subscriptions earnestly solicited, und 
donations mosé gratefully accepted and acknowledged 
by 

JAMES McKAY, 
Acting Secretary. 





CM Te Ga ee 
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Petstox Gini’ Hiow Scnoo. Co., Lap.—Cgeditors are required, on or before 
April 10, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Walter Davies, 5, Winckley-st., Preston, liquidator. 

Keypau. & Gent, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 23, to send their 
nemes and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Wagster Wright, liquidator, under cover to Kendall & Gent, Ltd., 13, St. Ann-st., 
Manchester 











Cevnixi Beto Mivixe Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
B. W. M. Whitehill, 61, Broad Street-av., liquidator 

Hoox Sfirrixe Co., Lrp.Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send 
their names and addressee, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Wilfrid Harcourt Roberts, liquidator, under cover to Hook Shipping 
Co., Ltd., Hook Colliery Offices, Hook near Haverfordwest 

Orrset-Lirao, Lrp.-Creditors are required, on or before April 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to Arnold 
Francie Dickin, Sardinia House. Sardinia-st ingeway, liquidator 

Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette FRipay March 19 

Cosmopolitan Artists’ Club, Ltd r. & J. Elam, Ltd 

Foster'e Film Service, Ltd Woking Public Hall Co., Lad 

Garston Skating Rink Co., Ltd Telephos Domestic and Street Light 

Olive Spinning Co., Ltd img Co., Lid 

Bewdley Saw Mills Co., Ltd R. & P. Williams (Buckley), Ltd. | 

Tremellye (Selanger) Rubber Co., Comptoir International D [mportation 
LAd et D'Exportation, Ltd | 

W.T.T. Engineering Co., Ltd Caledonia Mill Co.. Ltd i 

H. 8. Willeocks & Co., Ltd Joseph Johnson & Co. (Bolton), Ltd 

Adelaide Acre Co., Ltd British Western Isles Syndicate, Ltd 

Manchester and District Investmefit Paragon Picture Co., Ltd. 

Uo., Ltd. Geo. & RK. Dewhurst, Ltd. 

Hingurugama Tea and Rubber Ste. Madeleine Sugar Co., Ltd 
Ketates, Ltd Avocet Steamship Co., Ltd. 

Ohorlqn<cum-Hardy Picturedrome, Ltd Alondra Steamship Uo., Ltd 

Stuart, Tapley & Hunt, Ltd Avetora Steamship Co., Ltd. 

(. Larkins & Co., Ltd Andorinha Steamship Oo., Ltd 

Gerrish, Ames & Sirupkins, Ltd Ardeola Steamship es. Ltd 

Blackburn Turkish Baths Co., Ltd Aguila Steamehip Co., Ltd. 

Santa Maria Exploration Co., Ltd H. Batty & Co., Ltd 

4. Gerrard & Sone Ltd Portamouth Picture Palladium, Ltd 

W. J. Weedon, Ltd 

London Gazette.—Torapay, March 23 

Model Lodging House Co., Ltd Indo Ohinese Develapment Syndicate, 

Barnsley and District Hire Porches Ltd 
Co., Ltd Sungei Chinoh Rubber Co., Ltd 

Wakefield Cocon and Coffee Tavern Co Rushden Cinema, Ltd 
[Atal Clements Lane Estate, Ltd 

Geo. H. Hirst & (« Ltd Oxford Mill Co., Ltd. 

Union Shipping and Trading Co., Ltd Goldenlyte, Ltd. 

Colonial Fishing Co., Ltd Hutti (Nisam'’e) Gold Mines, Ltd 

Wimbledon and District Co«perative Oresoent Mutual Taxi-Cab Co., Ltd. 

- and Live Stack Society, Ltd Health Supplies Co., 1 td. 

A. Beattie & Co,, Ltd Hindley Twist Oo. Ltd 

Dominion Belting (« [tal Huddersfield Ice and Cold Storage Co 

Amalgamated Builders, Ltd 1Ad 

Hoyle & Jackson, Ltd Mahawale Rubber and Tea Co., Ltd 

Fern Cotton Spinning Co., Ltd Trumph Sleamship Co. Ltd 

Castle Spinning Co., Ltd Rosehaugn Tea and Rubber Co , Ltd. 

Elder Mill, Ltd Henry Wallwork & Co., Ltd 

Pyneside Alloye Co., ‘Ltd, 
London Gaszette,—Fripay, March 

Whites Grounds Granary Co.. Ltd Empire Shoredith Syndicate. Ltd 

Central Traction Co Ltd Sheffield-Simplex Motor Works, Ltd 

M. H. Blanchard & Co., Ltd Alderbank Colliery Co., Ltd 

Wampachs Hotel, Ltd South Caucasian Syndicate, Ltd 

T. Williamson, Ltd Samoa Steamship Co., Ltd. 

Economy Steam Fishing Co, Ltd Britannia Lamp & Accessories Co., Ltd 

Mersing Rubber Estates, Ltd Sena Sugar Factory. Ltd. 

Woolston Steamship Co., Ltd John Ormerod & Sons, Ltd 

Foreshore Protections, Ltd Burns & Oates, Ltd. 

National Explosives Co., Ltd Hollin Bank Room and Power Co 

Blue Star Line, Ltd Ltd, 

Bukit Rajah Rubber Co., Ltd Electric Train Lighting Syndicate. Ltd 

Kendall & Gent, Ltd Linthorpe-Dinsdale Smelting (Cs Ltd 

Edwards, Ltd Indo-Burma Oilfields, Ltd 

Barrow Taxi-Cab & Motor Car Co., Butcher & Co., Ltd 
Ltd. 

= =. ———— 
Cusdioors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day or OLaim. 
London Gazette.—FRipay, March 19 
Bar weit, ma 184 MaBy, Norwich. April 6. Barwell v. Barwell. P. O. Lawrence, 
J F. Marselli, 10, Staple-inn. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 
Last DaY ov (Lam 
London Gazette —Fripay, March 12 
Asmpown, Witttam Jamrs, Leatherhead, Architect. April 24. Thos. Wm. Hall & 
Sons, Gl, Weet Smithfield 
Asgpowns, Hannan, Golders Green. April 12. William A Crump & Sen, 17 
Leadenha!l-st. 
Artensonoves, Henseet, Beckenham. April 13. Attenboroughs, 15 and I6. 
Thavies-inn, Holborn Circus. 
AvusTen, anew Saneanen, Lyminge, Kent, Farmer April 16 F. J. Hall, 
e ent 

Bastierr, Evizasera, Hoyland, Yorks. April 15. Newmen & Bond, Barnsley. 

Boots, Eunr Prince, Beswick, Manchester. April 30. Doughty & Fraser, Man 

ches er 

Brenton, Linton Bernxett, Hove. April 17. Cockburn, Gostling & Cockburn, 

wove. 

Beoores, Sanam Canotine, Hastings. April 19. Ohalinder, Herington & Pearch, 

Hastings. 








REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED. 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1653. 
ee ca ay a £400,000 
Debentare Stock =... £331,190 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 


Forms of Proposal and full injormation can be oltained at the Society's Office. 
G. H, MAYNE, Secretary. 


LAW 





Bens, Etizaseta, Bury tpril 14. T. R. Bertwistle & Crompton, Bury 

Carry, Joan Hersewt Canrener, Tenby, Pembroke. April 10. Ince, Coit & Co., 
St. Benet-chmbrs., Fenchurch. 

Cartweiest, Hannier, Rolsover, aear Chesterfield. April 3. Gould & Coombe, 
She field. 

Bertos, Joser#, Hertford, Harness Maker. May 1. W. Jackson Hart, Much 
Hadheam, Herts. 

Cranke, Emma, Leamington Spa. April 25. Overell & Son, Leamington Spa. 

(ox, Rosset Monreomery, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada, Lumber Merchant. April 30. 
KR. Mille Roberte, Liverpool. 

Cours, Stcart Samvuet, Gloucester-ter., Hyde Park. April 14. Hyman, Isaacs, 
Lewis & Mills, 2,’ Guikthall< hmbrs., 31-34, Basinghall-st. 

Connect, Harewet, Worcester Park, Surrey. April 9. Budd, Johnson, Jecks & 
Colclough, &%, Austin-friare. 

Crookes, Peter Joux, Kew. April 30. Ruston, Clark & Ruston, 14, Norfolk-st., 
Strand. 

Cross, Loeritia Guitierts Arexco, Bath. April 20. Macdonald & Longrigg, 

th. 

Datnrrer, Georot Exins, Obatteris, Cambridge. April 12. A. Herold Ruston & 
Son, Chatteris, Oambs. 

Dext, Georer MIppLewoon, Southport. March 31. Buck, Cockshott § Cockshott 
Sout . 

—— Epwarp Witt1am, Ramsgate. April 30. W. A. G. Davidson & Co. 

bidge., Acton. 

— "Witte AnTuver, Chiewick, Builder. April 30. Ruston, Clark & Ruston, 
Brentford. 

Drece, Rey. Geratp Wiitiam, Writtle, Essex. April 19. Henry Yeo, 12, The 
Crescent, Wimbledon Park. 

Famrent, Caronine Matitpa, Coventry. April 21. James F. Addison & Cooper 
Walsall. 

Foate, WItLtaM Street, Southsea, Electrical Engineer. April 17. R. W. Sherwin, 
Portsmouth. 

Gtusert, Lovrs De Satpansa, West Kensington. Mey 31. Grover & Mille, 27 
Queen Victoria-st 

Guaxt, Ernest Henny, Thorpe le Soken, Essex, Sanitary Inspector. April 10 
W. G. Synnot, Manningtree. , 

Greex, THomas JOHN Sarton, Kensington. April 15. Hunter & Haynes, 9, New 
sq., Lineoln’s Inn. 

Gear, ALEXANDER Georar, Portuguese South-West Africa. April 4 Hyman, 
Isance, Lewis & Mills, 2, Guikthall<chmbrs., 31-34, Basinghall«t 

Gerex, Major Fraxcis Eerrtox, Brighton. April 12. Fellowes & Co., 1, Gren' 
W inghester-st. 

Haynes, Groner, Chichester. April 24. C. E. B. Longeroft, Chichester. 

Harowien, Mase. Frances, Dedham, Essex. April 1. W. G. Synnot, Man 
ningtree. 

HanpMan, Wittiam Minister, Bridlington, Schoolmaeter. April 14. W. E. Bon 
wick, 10, Great Marlborough-<t. 

Hirrrstey, Bertram Wiittam, Northern Nigeria, Mining Engineer. April 24 
Meade-King, Cooke & Oo., Bristol. 

Hyatt. Sanam, Shepton Mallet. April 30. Nalder & Littler, ite Mallet 

Jonxsox, Gorpox, Blackheath. April 15. Foster, Spicer & oster, 7, Queen 
Street-pl. 

KiNaman, Presence Josrrmine Matitps, Oakham, Rutlandehire. April 10. Walter 
Crimp & Co., 3, Essex-st., Strand. 

K.eax, Sitmpox, Hampstead, Diamond Merchant. April 14. Hyman, Isaacs, Lewts 
& Mills, 2, Guildhall-chmbre., 31-34, Basinghall-st 

Kworr, Etrsa Mriticent, Belvedere, Kent. March 27. Day & Son, 35, Grent 
Smith-st., Westminster. 

LATREILLE, FReDeRICK, South Norwood, Agent. April 24. Rivington & Son, 1 


Fenehuroh-bkigs. 
Leecu, Etazd, Kensington. 
Westminster. 


April 4. WiHiam Sturges & Co., 5, Little College-st 


Lowr, Grores Henry, Southampton. April 24. Waller & Thornback, South 
ampton. 

Lower, Carnertne Woopcock, Sheffield. April 16. Gould & Coombe, Sheffield. 

Lonesovrye, Frank, Compton, Sorrey. April 15. Jackson & Jackson, Devizes 

MarsHatt, Josern, Loughborough, Farmer. «April 15. Clifferds. Loughborouh. 

Macnix, Taomas, Perranporth, Cornwall, April 15. Carr, Seott, Smith & Hawks 
3235. Hich Holborn 

MolIstrre, Jomyx. Nottingham, Scrap Iron Merchant. April 15 Maples & 
McOraith, Nottingham. 

McCain, Manearer Jane, Fairfield, Liverpool. April 12. G. H. Hindley, Liverpool 

Mippirron.Powrtz, Jonny Hven, Hove. April 30. Gueh, Phillips, Waiters & 
Williams, 3, Finebury-cirens. 

Mitter, Ruopa, Bournemouth. March 25. Rawlins & Rawlins. Bournemonth 

Monckton, Col. Jonnw Hexry, Meriden, Warwick. April 30. Burgess, Taylor & 
Tryon, 1, New-sa., TAncoln’s Inn. 

Neat, Exviza Jane, Warwick. April 13. ©. H. Passman, Leamington Spe. 


Nicwo.errs, Groretna Marta April 12. Dimond & Son. 47, Welbeck et. 


Nicmo.tsoxn, Wiittam, Brampton, Derbyshire. May 19. Stanton & Walker, Chee 
terfield. 
Nowy, Lovisa Atice, Wix, Easex. April 10 W. G. Synnot, Manningtree 


April 27. McKenna & 


Prarsat,, Howarn Devenisa, Letchworth, Civil Engineer. 
Co., U-4, Basinghall-st. 

Patties. LAzanvs, Rrichton. April 14. Hyman Isaacs, Lewis & Mills, 2, Guild 
hallchmbrs., 21-34, Basinghall-st. 

Riper, Astaoyxy, Upten-on-Severn, Worcester, Farmer. April 5. Russell & Co 
Malvern. 

Rowtry, Admiral Caanies Jonx, Botley, Hants. April 20. Adams & Adems, 20 
Kasex-st.. Strand. 

Roserts, Taomas, Minera, near Wrexham. April 15. Allington, Hughes & Refe 
Wrex . 

Wash, Jane. Everton, Liverpool. April 9. Dougloe Houst an, Duchy of Lan 
caster 

Srwitt, Marcus Ricnarp. Porchester-sq.. Hwde Park. April 14. Hyman, Tseac 
Lewis & Mille. 2, Guildhell-chmbrs., 31-34. Basineball-et. 

Scuvmany. Stuox_ Havmarket. Cigar Merchant. Amril 14. Hyman, Isaacs, Lew's 


& Wills, 2. Guildhallchmbre.. 31.446 Basinghall-st. 


Surra, Atiew, Southport. April 14 E. Lorimer Wilson. Manchester 

Srrrorvio, Grorce Eumaxvet, Greece. April 21. Hays, Roughton & Dunn, 11-12 
Clement’s-lane. 

Scmurerivip, Svsaxxan, Manchester. April 30. Robert Innes, Manchester. 
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Wilson, Marg ate 


‘Tuomursox, Tuomas Cnrorts, Northa on April #. W. F. 
Tomirnson, Epwarp, Croydon Apri H. ©. Morris, Woolsey, Morris & Ken 
pedy, 2, 


Unperwoop, WILLIAM, Carlisle, Lemonade Manofacturer. April 15. J. Errington 


& Son, Carhieie. 


April 14 F. Bentler 


Verwitt, Eming Josey Corxetivs Isasmiia, Antwerp 
Turner, 1-2, Milket., Cheapside. 

Wapprtt, Cranston, Chester. April 12. Sewell & Taylor, Carlisle 

Warxey, Bast: Goip, Gloucester-ter., Hyde Park. April 20. Leighton & Savory, 
41, Carey-st., Lincoln's Inn. 

Warers, ARTHUR FiTzror, Winchester. April 30. Charles Warner & Richardson, 

Winchester 
Watss, Jane, Blackburn. April 9. Douglas Houstoun, Duchy of Lancaster 
<<. 

Wrutestey, Liewt.Col. Ricnarp Coiry, Lancaster-gate April @. Randelph & 
Dean, 2, Mitre Court-bidges.., Temple. 

Wittrams, Santer Hvest, Sheffield, Architect. Abril 30. S. Duffield Moorwood, 
Sheffield. 

Wittrsms, Jane, Liandudno. March 31. Chamberlain & Johnson, Liandudno 

Witttams, Atsert, Boreham Wood, Hertford. April 19. Boyes & Sen, Barnet 
Herts. 

Witsox, Juciana, Omartorre Wiisox, Maria TArior, and ANNE Sorkia WILson 
Nottingham. April 9. Hunt & Dickins, Nottingham ° 

Weartstaw, Count Wenzet Eenxest Wratistavia, Onley, near Rugby Apr 4 
W. F. & W. Willoughby, Daventry. 

London Gazette. —Tuespat, March 16 

Arainsox, JonNx, Morland, Westmorland, Farmer April 12. John Richardson 
Appleby. 

Brttamy, Groner Ricwarp, Manchester, Decorative Specialist. May 2. Fredk. W 
igden, Lyles & Co., Manchester. 

Prestatyn, Flint, Tailor. March 31. Wereing, Cropper, 


Beer, Apotren WILLIAM, 
Son & Co., Liverpool. ° 
Harokd Lemon, 


Bowen, Esruer, Swindon. April 15. Swindon 

Boutros, Evizasera ANN, Bronington, Flint, Farmer. April 15. Lee & Gardner, 
op. 

Brown, Evizaseru, Blackburn. April 90. Oddie & Roebuck, Blackburn 


Cann, ANNIE, Hove. April 20. Strong & Boklen, 70, Gracechurchet 

Cores, Geoneina Crtsaoa, Goklers Green. April 15. Warren, Murton, Miller & 
Foster, 45, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Crowpr, Rev. James Gorpon, Winchester. April 30. Charles Warner & Richard 
son, Winchester. 

Creep, Henny, Reading. April 10. T. Rowland Kent, Reading 

Curtets, Fanny ANN, Tenterden, Kent. April 2. Stileman & Neate, 16, South- 
ampton-st., Bioomsbury-sq. 

Cwristiax, WILLIAM, Fleetwood, Lance. April 12. Douglas Houstoun, Duchy of 
Lancaster Office 

Dovetas, JaMEs, Moss Side, Manchester May 1 Porter Amphiett & Co., 
Conway. 

Epwarps, James, Abertillery, Mon., Innkeeper April 24. W. J. Everett, Ponty 
pool. 

Gassox, Henry Jonx, Rye, Sussex. April 30. Dawes & Son, Rye 

Gissoxs, Lovisa Draven, Windsor, Berks April 15. Freeman & Son, 304, Georve 


t., Hanover-sq. 
Greex, Groner Wiittam, Hevereham, 
ayle, Southport 


Westmorland. April 2. Brown, Brown & 


Hatt, CmaRniorre ANNE, Bournemouth. April 30. Kimbers & Boatman, 79, Lom 
bard et. 

Hewitt, Saran Woop, Ipswich. April 18. W. E. Kersey, Ipswich 

James, THomas, Liverpool, Insurance Clerk April 12. Douglas Houstoun, Duck» 
of Lancaster O 

James, GoRDON CaRL, Mosman, Sydney, Australia. April 16. Marson & Toulmin, 
1, Southwark Bridge-rd 

Krier, Ricnarp, Heysham, Farmer. March 31. T. Thompson, Bentham 

Ke_mam, Mary Isapetia, Cheltenham. April B®. Long & Gardiner, 8, Lincoln's 
Inn-fiekis. 

Krimur, Leoroip, Belford-pl., Bloomsbury-sq. April 17. Gedge, Fiske & Gedee 
10, Norfolk-st., Strand 

MacOarTHr, Frank Oswatp, Assam, India, Depety Superintendent of Police 
April ®. dang & Gardiner, 8, Lincoln's Inn-fields 

NaTLor, _ Awys, Kingston-wpon-Holl. June 1. Middlemise, Pearce & Miller 

ull. 

Peach, Frances Evizapetu, daigwardine, Hereford. May 1 Humfrys & Svmonde 
Hereford. 

Poote, Octavivs, Maklon, Eesex, Printer. Apr 17. Crick & Freeman, Maldon 
Essex. 

Porrvam, Saucer, Highbury. April 22. Chas. 0. Green. 18. Walbrook 

Pris, DAaNIgL, Milton, Portsmouth, Confectioner April 17. Bramedon A ¢ 
Portsmouth. 

Riast, Atessanpro, Houghton-le-Spring, Durham> Confectioner April 4. A. E 
Priddin, Houghton le-Spring 

Sorat, Joun, Selby, Accountant. April 14. Parker & Parker. Selby 

Sernx, Henry Hawkes, York. April 24. G. Laycock Brown, York 

STANSFIELD, Enoar, Bradford April 2. R. Newton, Rhodes, Hall & Ashi 


Bradford. 




















June 13. Steadman, 


Steapmay, Hanotp Lester St. Jermain, West Hampstead. 
Van Praagh & Gaylor, 4, Old Burlington-st. 

Srieaxp, Isopetta Sormia Emma, Hythe. April 15. E. W. & Bruce Beal, 41, 
F msbury-pavement 

TAMELANDER, Jp, Natatte, Ashbourne, Derby April 90. Eddowes & Simm, Aah- 
bourne 

Vicxers, Henry, Hove. April 19. E. W. Hobbs & Young, Brighton. 

Warren, ANNIE Manoanet, Tunbridge Wells. April 22. Snell & Oo., Tunbridge 
Wells 

Wairemeap, Cuarntes Weecn. Fulwood, near Preston. March 31. James Craven 
& Son, Preston 

Wiittams, Marr ANN, Ipswich. April 18. W. E. Kersey, Ipewioh 

Wiraru, Wrttusm Henry, Herton, near South Shields, Dry Dook Manager, April 
12. James R. Wheldon, South Shields 

Woop, Water Banvcn, Millbrook, Cornwall. April 10. Albert Gard & Co., 
Devonport, Plymouth 

Wrovenron, Biancme Canotinr, Oxford. April 15. EF. W. & Bruce Beal, 41, 


Finsbury pavement 


Wratr, Hven, LAncoln, J.P. April 6. Tweed, Stephen & Co., Saltergete, Lincoln 
London Gazette Fripar, Meroh 19 

Bannister, Maritiva Lovisa, Northampton April & Marco Blumberg, Man- 
chester 

Barces, ManrHa May, Southport. April 24. Goffey & Wheeldon, Southport. 

Bertis, Georer, Mold, Flint. April 15. Waéllm. Thornton Jones, Bangor 

Bingsy, Eaiza, Liversed Yorks \pril 19. Clough & Crabtree, Cleckheaton, 

Busxwcowr, WittiaM, Leamington, Beer Retailer April 30. Boddington & Bond, 
Warwick 

Biount, Constance Susanyvan, Florence, Italy April 19. Slenghter, Colegrave & 
Cockshutt, 7, Arunde)-«t Strand 

Boorse, Groner, Wandsworth. April 17. Ellis & Fairbairn, 90, Johnest., Bed 
ford-row. 

Bourretworrs, Watttr, St. Annes-on-the Ses. April 2. Lonsdale & Grey, St. 
Anne's-on-the- Sea 

Burrerworts, Maraaret, St. Anne's-on-the-Sea. April 2. Lonsdale & Grey, St. 
Annes-on-the- Sea. 

Burrvr, Ciara, Purley \pril 2. Wiki, Collins & Crosse, Kennan'’e House, 
Orown-ct., Cheaps ici 

Cater, GuTurie Nevitt Ealing April 20 Wellington Taylor, 4, New-aq., 
Lincoln's-inn. 

Capmas, Pair Setter Cipuas, Richmond April 30. Duffiekl, Bruty & Co., 
Broad Street-av 

Comex, Josern Rarmari Evorxe, Paris. April 17. Tatham & Lousada, 16, Old 
road -st 

Conouty, James, Manches loiner and Builder. April 30. Oswakl Stott & Pog 
more, Manaohester 

Dickensos, Lawrence Bovesron Heraret, St. James’ -aq April ®. Halsey, Lightly 
& Helmsley, 38, St. James's! 

Dickinsox, WILLIAM, Wiloove-pl., St. Marylebone April 2. Thomas D. Reeve, 
8, Gray's Inn-sq 

Dorr, James, Bromlev-by-Bow June 1 Billing & Co %)) 6Eseex-st.. Strand 

Dowson, Water, Crosslee, Wokin April 19. William Davies, Woking 

Dovetas, Cect. Groret, Surbiton Hall Park, Magistrate's Olerk May 1 Savory, 
Pryor & Blagden, Outer Temple, 222, Strand 

Doss, THomas, Hathersage, Der)y April 20. Peter Thomas & Clark, |, Bush-lane, 
Cannon-st 

Deakk, Emma, Bradford April 9. Farrar, Stead, Walker & Oockeroft, Bradford 

Daearer, Canoitne Eraet, Sheringhem, Norfolk. May 1. Rider, Heaton, Meredith 
& Mills, Lincoln's Inn 

E.wrts, TwHomas James, Southchurch, Essex, Cooper April 16. Wm. Daybell, 
45, The Broadway, Stratford 

Fisaer, Joax, Laytonstone April 236. Pearce & Nicholle, 12, New-et., Lincoln's 
Inn 

Eesworrs, Kare (marntorre, Par, Cornwall. April 30. Hilder, Thompson & Dunn, 
4, Jermyn-et St. James's 

Ganpyer, Henry James, Wrotham, Kent. May 1. Simpson, Ruehforth & Co., 6, 
Moorgate. st 

Ginsox, Groner Jonx, Deptford, Tobacconist May l. H. 8. A. Fov, 4, Walbrook, 

GIRpLestonr, ARCHIBALD AINswortH, Whaley Bridge, Chester April 20. Shipper, 
Farley & Doherty, Manchester 

Gowns, James Witttam, W field, Soffolk, Farmer April) 19. Herbert Good 
child, Norwich 

Gres, Sawan Thornton Hough, Chest \ 1 #0 Simpson, North & Co., 
Liverpool 

Grroory, Witttam Goprrey, Nott an Ape m” J In Speneer, Notting 
ham 

Hatt, Stoney, Middleton, Warwick, Farmer April 17. Crockford & Sons, Bir 
minw@ham 

Harton, Ricnharp Groffer, Camber Antiq Dealer May 3) Ek. T. Close, 
Camberley, Surrey 

Harris, Mary Jayne Faxxy, Southeen Aoril 20. KE. J. Réchervaie Portemouth 

Kere, Witttam Sexpertayxn, Ii verpoo! April 2 Hirst, Whither & Akerord, 
Halifax 

Loe Jow~ Averstes, Epwort L.incotr Farmer April 24. R 1. C. Semmes 
Evworth, Doncaster 

Lieerrica, Freprrice Eur. ¢ wret. Kent Mar 2 Bartlett & Gregorr, 
Bromley, Kent e 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, Lr. 


CONDUCTING THE . INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY. GLASS, 





MOTOR, 


PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which 3 are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY . at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premiam. 








SPECIALISTS 
Suitable Clauses 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 








For Further Information write: 





for 
Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on applicat-on. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
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Lower, Satan 


inn, Gee ¢ 


Hyde April 17. H. Bostock, Hyde. 
rland-pl., I 


Wareex, ANprew Reraerrorp, Southsea, Hants. May 1. Edgcombe, Hellyer & 











Macautwey, Jane Eurzasera, Sut : bn yewater April ® J. C. Brook Robinson, Southsea 
house. 8 and 9, Q a. » : Ware, Ettzasera Sagan, Chiswick. April 25. Rider, Heaton, Meredith & Mills, 
McCane, Sir Danie, B Manchester. April 20. Shipp« Earley & Dohert &, New-sq., Lincoln's Inn. 
Mam ter ‘ : : P Parkes, Rev. Fraycis Witttam, Trinity-sq., Southwark April 30. Frederick 
Miser. Ja inn. So M » Mawd by Hal fi 5 ~ ypor Walker & ( #, Coleman-st 
OLIPHANT t.- G (\LaenT Voburn, Bedford April 2 G tte & . . : 
Fow 1 Yor - Witttamsow, Mary, Harpenden, Herts April & Ashuret, Morris, Crisp & Cx 
Owrs, Saran / , N \ 2. Claude Stra il, Norw ] lhrogmorton-av 
Puirst, Josern, H ul I 1. L. Browns H WiLkinson, Emity Heatacorr, Balham April 26. Slaugiter, Colegrave & Cock 
Riss Jon 4) ‘. 8 6% and 27, Bu ane sh tt, 7, Arundelet., Strand 
Cn Woopsetper, Faywy, Kentish Town April 17. Dowsons, 18, Adam-st. Adelphi 
Ricsy inn. 4 vi Apri) 19 H 1, B tn & H n 
Suorr, Henay W im, 8 s r \ » Hu V. Herraway, 12 
Sout ' a { . ° 
EEE gg iggy .oril 30. Medk ee VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that a.i 
, ; , Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
Stack, Lieut.ol. Groner H ih ).8.0., Sutherland-ay., Maida Vale. May 1. | perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
H P. A. F . Va . ; —_ a % and 27. Bush suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
STocK y w \ N 5 4 : 4 - - , ‘ ' 
’ ! 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
r ta ‘ . 
Pencusau Many ANNiE, Nott H April 30. W Sons, Has! chattel auctieneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Tuomas, Joux Owen, Cow \ s. Gwyt Gw Cowbridge, Glam Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
THORNE | (ehfor ws \ 0. Oba N xual, Ashford, Kent p Jewel lat fur f . . 
VaLe, Samoes Warre, St ‘pril 30. ©. R.\Sawyer & Withall, | PUrpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works art, bric-A-brac, s 
“4 I = tnafolt speciality. —[ Apvr. | 
| 
B k N . | Parrriper, Paomas, Ryton, Dorringtor Salop, In Hamatinx, Lestir, Cranbourn-st. April 9 at 12. Bank- 
¢ re irance Agent. Shrewsbury Pet. Feb. 18. Ord ruptey-bides., Carey-st 
an ruptcy otices March 17 HarmTMan, EvGrnr, Manchester, Wholesale Clothier 
Lond ( ette rerspar M h lé Peart, Atsert Witfttam, West Hampstead. Chelmsford March 31 at 3. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 
don Gazette I ‘ arch 16 Pet. Dee. LI. Ord. March 17 Hopeerts, Harry Caar.es, Croydon, Engineer. ‘Maroh 
A\DJUDICATIONS ANNULLED Reeve, Ciumment Rute, Leeds, Paper Merchant Leeds 3 at 1. 138, York-rd., Westmineter Bridge-rd. 
. 2 rs Pet. March 16. Ord. March 16 Jonss, Jonan, Glanamman Carmarthen, Tinplate 
Fy Keirn Kes Ay ansn Kensington Spicer Caartes Joun Etston. Bemerton, Salisbury Furnaceman April 13 at 11.30. Off. Rec., 4, 
’ , } 
Hig ( rt \ Nov 18 1919 Annu Farmer. Salisbury Pet. March 16. Ord. March 16 Queen-st.. Carmarthen 
Mareh 9, 1920 Vickers, Taomas Barnes, June Preston, Tin Plate Mepucrst, Joseren, Leicester, Gas Labourer. March 31 
ANDREWS Gro B Pook Adjua Worker. Preston. Pet. Fe 16. Ord. March 17 at 3. Off. Rec., 1, Berridge-st., Leicester 
Mar 6, 1919 \ Mar &, 1920 (mended Notice eubstituted for that published in the Parker, James Antacr, Battersea Park. April 8 at 11 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING London Gazette of March 12 Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st 
ORDER RBSOLNDED Kenaece®, Viorerre Frances, Westbour rrove, Dress Reeve, Clement Rete, Leeds, Paper Merchant. March 
sker. High Court. Pet. Jan. 12. Ord. March 9 31 ate bl. Off. Rec., 4, Bond et., Leeds 
BeLton Epwa josyen, B i i Ss tir > 7 
H ‘ ad oO > * ° A ae . é - Tartor, Roserr Groner, Congleton, Chester, Boot Re 
gig. A on fi M © ~ ' London Gazette.—Terspay, March 33 pairer. March 30 et 11.30. Off. Reo., 9, Brook-st., 
= ou. @ ro eee RECEIVING ORDERS Stoke-upon-Trent 
La (sazette I ay Mar 19 Cuare.ier. Georar lela ester, Paper Pulp Vickers, THOMas Barnes, J«nton, Preston, Tin Plate 
RECEIVING ORDERS Mar returer mn Fet ys Ord Worker April lat Ll. Off. Rec., 13, Winckley-st., 








Preston 





Mareh 17 
Bu 4 Ord - . . Coa Rotiees rimreny, Walsoken, Norfolk. King’s | J. Witxinson & Co., Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Manufac 
7 tg 4. , Lyon. Pet. Merch 6. Ord. March 18 turers. April 1 at ll. Off. Ree., Pearl-bidgs., 4, 

mee Feb @ Of0 Hane royd Diereete, Cart Purtie, Headley, Hants. Guildford Northumberland-st., Newoastle-upon-Tyne 

Pet. June 21. Ord. Mar 18 

ion to a> he oe ee ee GiNton, Cuantes, Ferndale, Glam. Hairdresser A DJUDICATIONS 
Founust, Kowaap Jaurs Ponstra yfeet es Pontypridd. Pet. March 19. Ord. March 19. ANGHINELLI, GaBRIFLLO Francesco Epvarpo, Clapton. 

Hiwh ¢ t. Pet. } HM. Ord. March 14 wane FRep : Great Cr many, A terer Great Commercial Traveller. High Court. Pet. Jan. 2 
wanver, Octven. Cle : ~ ot . he By a aw og K.. ee 7 ies Ord. March 20. . 

Pet. Mar , Or ‘ ‘ Ox & Pet 7) — ned r + _ 7 . BUCKLE Rosert H. 38, Nottingham-pl. High Court. 
H. Hust & Co. { " Shippers Hich ¢ r+ aoe _ = me el Kentis? r gy” ‘ ¥ Pet. Jan. 15. Ord. March 19 

Pet. Fe 14. Ord. Mos 17 Pet. Jan. 30. Ord. March 17 Dierence, Cart PHILIP PITNeY, Headley, Hants. Guild 
MILNer Henry, M " Broker High ( t Haseein. Laescts. Cranboura-ct Hich Court Pet ford. Pet. June 2, 1916. Ord. March 20 ’ 

Pet. F t Or Mar 17 a 9 Ged. Macch if Epmonps, CHARLES JULics, Great Tower-st., Merchant 
Reeve, Ciement Rt la P M vant. Lee Hat. Brotners. Kenilw 1, Engineer Warwick High Court. Pet Feb 4. Ord. March 20. 

Pet. Mar 6. Ord. M If Pet March 3. Ord. Merch 17. Evetneton, Caries. Ferndale, Glam., Halnrireeser 
Seicen. Cas s Jou~x Eusto~w Fk rtor Salisbury Honosrss. Haney Cuanuss. South Crovdos aatmens , Pontypridd Pet M irch 9 Ord. M arch 19 é 

6 ner. Sa t | Mare 16. Ord. March 16 Svecdien et Mam i9. Ord. March 19 , Farrsven, Crirtes, Cavendish-sq. High Court Pet. 
Amended Not at that published in t — Geseane Tih a Mecteenen.. tam Jan. 23. Ord. March 19 : , 

I 1 Ganette March 5 Birkenhead Pet. March 17 Ord. March Gameie, Freep Great Grimsby, Fruiterer Great 

Owen Taevor ROWwLAN daniel Ang les Jones. Jonaw, Glanamman Carmarthenshire, Tinplat Grimeaby. Pet. March 19. Ord. March 19 a 

Farmer B r Pet. M Ord. March 1 Furneceman. Carmarthen Pet March 17 ‘Ord Green, Henry Wiistam (JUuNtor) Kentish Town. 


March 17 








High Court. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. March 19 








RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION ce. Curistorner Jon~ Minster Cornwall, Farmer Hartman, Evoent. Manchester, Wholesale Clothier 
DISMISSED Trur Pet. March 18 Ord. March 18 Manchester. Pet. Feb. 21. Ord. March 20 
Waienr, C. M. W H ( rt. Ord. Fe 12 Mepucesr, Josern. Le ster. Leicester. Pet. Mare) Hunt Harry Coleman-st Shippers. High Court 
Pet. Jar Kes 1 Dis Mar ll Ik. Ord. March 18 Pet. Feb. 14. Ord. March 19. 
PARK James Antuur, Battersea Park. +High Court Honeerrs, Haney Cartes, South Croydon, Engineer 
FIRST MEETINGS Pet. Feb. 3. Ord. March 18 Croyden, Pet. March 19. Ord. March 19 
*reaoTT, Sir Fraxcits Tayrior, Stone-bidgs Lineoln's Birkenhead Beerhc » K er 
Birpermanye. H ’ Ma 0 at il Bank : ‘ F : - - Jones CHARLES rkenhe ad. erhouce eep 
paptey-dbdes, Cares 55 Inn. High Court. Pet. Deo. 4. Ord. Feb. 26. | Birkenhead. Pet. March 17. Ord. March 20 
Sranes. Lrones Vincent AMprose Birminwham Bir- | 21 . n + 
Cottiss. Jou~ Witttanm. ( Furnitor om Pet. March 4. Ord. March 18 Jones, Jonan, Glanamman, Carmarthenshire, T nplate 
Bre r Marth 29 «a 2. OF. J 8, H st Sreprx Naraan James. Barnsley Yorks. Colliery Furnaceman. Oarmarthen. Pet. March 17. Ord 
mt toes , I rer. Barnsley. Pet. March 19. Ord. March 19. | March 1 ; 
Forrest. Epwat awe For - Ry fleet Surre AYLO Rosert Grorer. Congleton, Boot tepairer Leartaersarrow, G. H., Ainedale, Southport, Purser. 
eh 30 2. Bankr Curey-st Macolesfield. Pet. March 17. Ord. March 17 Liverpool. Pet. Dec. 15. Ord. March 18 
aan = A. hy ry ‘ raw at M = 29 at J}. Witaxtnson & Co.. Newecnetle-rpon-Tyne, Manufac Lewis, Epmcex~p Woopwarp, Elm Park-mansne. Hich 
. 2, York-r nineter B ~ n turers. Newcastlearpon-Tyne. Pet. Feb. 27. Ord Court. Pet. Nov. 13. Ord. Mareh 18. 
Hzase, 4 — yee Pwickenham. Maroh 2 st 11.30. 14 March 17 lefyce. Curtstoraer Jonn, Minster, Cornwall, Farmer 
Bedford row i Yares. H.. Hvthe. Kent. Canterbury Pet. Feb. 26 Truro and Falmonth. Pet March 18 Ord. 
H. Hent & Co., Ook : Shipper Maroh 30 at Ord. March 20 | March 18 
H a Joun N Her Hi - 7 For ls . => my BE Meparrstr, Josern, Leicester, Gas Labourer. Leicester 
Agent. M % 30 «OOF. R 1. M FIRST MEETINGS Pet. March 18. Ord. March 18, 
roh 8 t 2 ye le 2 } 9 ] ] 
! a, Br Bixe A\rntacre Wittmm, Ousden, Suffolk, Grocer. | Reavetey, ARcHIpALD Groror Bertram, Pall Mall 
Hvewes RicHARD Dav res Bia ! Festiniae March 30 at 11.90 Angel Hotel Bury St. | Hieh Court. Pet. Jan. 7. Ord. March 18 - 
er ethshir R Porter Mar % at lz Edm unde | Srepex Natnaw James. Barnslev, Yorks, Colliery 
Crypt -chmbr } w Chester Boprnuam, E. F.. Moselev, Birmingham. Manufacturer Labourer. Barnsley. Pet. March 19. Ord. March 19 
Lewrs, Ricaanp Lewis, Ta , . Blaena Fs April 1 at 11.30. Off. Re Ruekin-chmbrs., 191, | Taytom Rosert Groner, Congleton, Chester. Root 
: Merionet} Quarry Labourer. Mare Cospesetion-st.. Birmingham Repairer. Macclesficld, Pet. March 17.° Ord 
26 at 12.15. Crypt re., Eastgute-row. Chester, | Brtpers, Kate, Upper Norwood, Surrey. March 30 at March 17 
AL ' : nenr 132, York-rd Westminster Bridge-rd. . 
MACKEN? Wits “- Ay — ~ye - TH ~ MACKEN ee or AROTLI Doves Banstead Surrey Amended Notice substituted for that pwhlistfed in the 
AL LBERT ACKENZIE ana TAHTR CRENZ!I ye . " s wont 
Livert March 31 at 12 Rankrupt ~ , Y = Mar A 30 at Ll. 18, York-rd., Westminster Bridg« London Gazette of March 16. 
Carey st a . ; ¢ Heney, Hornsey, Waiter. Hich Court 
EWEN A re Fardisley erefor a Temuerr. Jon 
Mixer, Henry, Min Br rs. March 30 at | ‘ M =a —— . 5 ~ 5 Offa a a H ~ A . rd, Grocer | Pet. March U1. Ord. March 
12. Bankrupt Carey-st 1 SI 20. 3 . ‘ 
Snore, Harowp James. Southeen. Hont Dee -rator - JOHN James, Bury, Lanes, Weighing Machine 
Var 29 at 12. Off. Ree... Cambr'id ' “Ker ‘ : ° - 
a Portes th Drererce Cart Putcire Pritwey, Headley. Hants Mareh | 
- . OM at 12.30. 132, York-rd.. Weetminste re-ra s 
Sricns, Cusnem coun Eistes, Beamer Salishur En AA, Cnuantes, F ~ tale Rh = - Glens ir Small Advertisements. 
Farmer. Mor ¥ 11.30. Of, Re City. | vING erndale, Rhond 1 
rie ot.. ontyprice | 
ADJUDICATIONS Gray & Co., Walthomstow, Fesex, Merohants’ Acents 3) Words 4s. Od. 10s. Od. 18s. Gd. 
. i as mnkruptev-bldes rev -« 
K ar April 6 a¢ Li. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-et. Every additional 10 Words 1s. Od. 
INGSLEY, Conrad, Covent Garden, Theatrical Agent. | Geeew. Hewry Writtum Kentish Town April 8 at 12. |} 
High Court. Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. March 16 Bankruptey-didgs., Carey-st extra for each insertion. 








